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the gazette of INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ [PartI—Sf.c. \] 

i) ^ CP5^ ^ ^ TTpy^f ^ ^ SPgW 

TT^ ^ w %fRTcf^/^3?qT^ cf^ Tirrer srfet^jxHT ^ ^ M^-i i cifc<-MT ^r^- 

ii) ^ 3T5W? ^ iTFr^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

iii) f^ 6{2) ^ ^ cf5T TJrR ^ ^ f^ 3PT% ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ 3T5^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

%?r ^ ‘^dNm cjTf ift Tj^n an,- 

iv) 6(4) % 3TfHR 3M?JIcfJ ^ STKITcTcf^ cTSTT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

'dH*l'|cKii3tf cf^ R?^lT4feRTT #o?t gff. 


v) ^ c^t^ ^ 3ft? uTm 3^ ^ ^ ^ ^ OTOTdt ^ Sfl^ q?t ^ 

^Tf&rf^ 3TT^ («^3TTt ^ ^ 3^?r^£T TT;Jn 

STT; 


vi) ^antanf sft? i''H1^h cffr czfiw ?f^?ncR ^ ^ ?i?53tt?t ?TW«Jt arf^twr 

;rf^ 7 t| aff; 


vii) R»*ifciR3a ^iqcfjl/f^^/incpl ^ ^; 

viii) ?pft«TT sn^ ^ ^ 5Rr ^jcqr^ ^ afR ^ ^ w 

2}T : 


^ 3TT? ^jfH?R (ff^yi) f^. 

f^. 

"T. Rn^n^ch, f^. 

^iRt^ f^. 

^jRrh ■frRr^r ffesn f^, 

Ri'^filch f^. 

H. sffWoT Rt. 

'^- RRRra?f m. f^. 

?T. (?f%^) for. 

Hi^d ^ ?f4f^ f^f^FT ^ ?Ttf£lcT RRR;g'i cf^ iF 

w ^ ajT [ ^ 3F?T ^SrRf ?? FTI STT 3ft? f?T ^ ^ JI#5FT^ ^ 

B'cvicjcf, ^5^ f. 


m ^?r? 3ft? cTTtm Rcnici^ ^ ?mtfcT: ?^t^ ^ Rr^ ( ^v^4t ) ^ sum? 




^ Tn^ JTTf^ ^ ^ ttt 3^ ^ EI^ ft d% ^ wmw(^-^ 


fel'^ Hifl^o ^Ml; 

Xi) ^ flET^ ^ ^ ^ % 1^ 23.10.2007 ^ 

7.12.2007 ^ ^ ^ ITfcmi^ ^J?qT^ E|4 l^^'iocbl ^ 

1^? ^ 1 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

7p^ t!t^ % 3Tf%?j ^ EP^ Ef5T arra? 1^ w ^ 

IScfiCT ^ ftcT^ xnfM ^ ITM feT%ET 3Tf^Ert ^ l^mR f^ W t 1 

xii) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3rtni^ WcRW ^ -^H l ^ulP r ^ t|>[^ ^ flcT^ TTTfM % ^JTTcW 

xiii) ww ^^R3IRT 3TfSrgrHT ^ ^ ^ sfr? ^orW^ ^ ^ 

q [ f^4 ! SRT cZjcRI fcf?^ 7^1^ Rtiw'l W WRT ^^TTIT^ 4 ^ 

#fTT cTcf) ^ |^^H i g>!-IK W f 3fk ’TR^ W t I SRI ^ 

^g^Wqc^Trtt, to? to TTqr t 3ff? ^ ^fTW ^rm t ^ ^ ^ 

^'^liJTq^ ^ cblicll^ fj^ t; 

xiv) * * * ^ f^r?=T ^ 3 Tf^rgEP=IT ^ f^d«l^ ^ ^ Tffxpft^ SnEIR TR M'(^ ^?JERT cf>I 
#cT^ t sft^ ^ ^ t I 

T[. f^TfRTlft^ 3it^ <1*1M ER^ 

5. ?TTf^ ^3^ R^lhl^^/^Wlf^-1 ^ 2fr I 3I?T; f^Tjfrw #r ^ 

^5RUT ^ EJTTxr Ef TjcT ^jitET !^l|[^ WIK ?TTf^ f^>^ ^ 1 

6. cF^ ;5Tf^ ^ “ Tfff^ cj5t irt ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ T^ Ttl^R/MfJ^EP ^ ^ «m?TT 3% ^ ^ 

(f^ srm ^ ^ ^T?cft/M'iRif?n ^ ^ yfrar^ t) ’’ ^ ^ 

TT^ cPFg Cf5^ W t) I f«l^'+5l^>d/M^Rlf^ Efcf t sfrf 

XJTptFT 5naif^ ^ ^ ^ WU to ^ t i ^ 

WTt, ton EJ^, ^ 3t^, dxiuididX to toft to ^ to wr t i 

7. inftotoaft % ^ 1to ^ aprtos 3 Tezitji ^ 69.07 ^ 

3to tofcT t I cito, 3H7to ^ STTEIRT ^ WlRlf^d fLT^ ^ ^ ^ 

3Mra ^ 69.14 % toRT 1to W ^ t I ?to 3^^. tos ^trf^fto a^cfl 

to tot, ^trftor tot, ^ tot, ^frftor f^<3'^f^ to ^ 

f^f?FT to4 ^ ^31 3TE2TFI to 69.14 ^ 3tto 1to w ^ t I to Ej? tto 

ipiT t f^ 3TE2TrEI to 69.14 ^ sto 31TqRT ^ ^ ^ to T^^- 

tom, to ttor, mcjm to ^ to ^ to 69.07 ^ smto^ ci^dl ^ 
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t I ^ C|^ c4 ^ % 3R1^ ^ 69.14 % ^ cr%[ 

^ ^ ■!■ I vicHiqcfi'l cfjf ^7^ ^ ^ ^Ifcff % Tsq t[ 3TSTRI 69.08 ^ 

3TcT^RT 4THg>a ^ t I m: ^JTtocfxfr3Tt % 3T^ET to t ^ ^cTT^ 

^ cj5t ^ ^ f^RT^ 3T^ XJW 3TTm?T to ^ T?T t, ^ ^ 

^ I ^tojui tor t aftr ton to ^ to tt to ^ ^ '^oto 

^ f I 


8. -Ei^; ton to ^ W ton tocrrait to f^to?^/nrf^f^ tot 

nrtomn to tort i toto tom nr ton ^ gt w to ttt^ 5 m 

nH ^ nff to to t 3ik mftot nr n? nrnm t f% nmnM toto ^ 

to 2(n) ton gM f^f^ 3?kTto^ ?Tn toto 3ikn^ ^ toto 

tom ton nrg f t 

n. ^JE^Vl 

9. ^ nrm ^ nmnto wn ^ tonn torn to ^ 4. 3 tr tonn 

(tto) f^., 4 gton ftoto f^, to 4 ntoncr 1^. gm tor to to sn i ton 
toto n4«n ^rjnnT/to% 9 tofmra# tom 3 tr tom (fto) to 

^ f^., f4to %, to to f^., ton to to f^., 

^•' trto^., Tft^ f^rton nr. f^. nsn 4to (ton) f^. gm 
^3n^ nmn nn t I ^ ttofraratr nr ton ton?? nrm ^ nmm ^ ^smmn nn nto 
3Tf^g? gnnr t' sitn ^'mIciv; ntom nrrn ^ tor^mr^ m^itn i 

totar ?i^3nn ark to n? 

^.1 ^Eit-ii ftor? 

10. toj ton 4 nF t % to w nmnM ^ ^ 

nm^ T3n to to w nmnM ^ grim ^ nmim nnr sn, 4 toft 4 to 4 nmn 
^n^f3ntinFgmTtonnnTt%n4^ tor ^ ntoeft ^ cmm to ^ nmmg 

to tottonFgmr ton tfftrnF^g^ntonntjmm^nincnmnTt in? 

^tor ^ nf t to nmnftEft mnm ton wmr t 4[ nmn nn nnm to toftn nto 
JT 4 to tofftr ^ ftoto gm nngn tomt nft nnnft tor ^ to men to 
toT4 nftonmnin ton n^wtotototo inFsnftn nrnmT nnr t fftj 
^ srto 4to ^ to ^ tom ftt nmn ft mtor nft f nsn to n? 

gmr to I mn t % ffttomft ^ ntor mnFR ft tof nfton n^ ^ t i 

11 . mn4 3T^Eft ft 4^:^ ton ft to ^ fftto nmnfteft tonrto % 3mftei II ft> 
4to nFRmr tottonFgtorftIntt%ton4igfttonnT4n^ci^^to; 
^cnmto, toft nn nto annmt to nrnr to tor nnm to nsnnmr to tomr toft i to 
ton mftoft 4 n? ftm n^ini niFm t to nmnfteft ^mm tor ^ nm ftt to ft 
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^ |3TT t 3fl^ ^ ^ ^ M t ^ jmrw^ ^ t 

sft^ xadl^l ^ 'HcbKIcHch W % I ■^dd MIdd cl^ ^ ^ 51^ 

3T^l^ #Tn ^ ^ 7?T t I W rra> ^rrai ^ ^ t, 3TFirat ^ ^ ^ % ^T^STR 

fl# Tf ^ ^ ^ %!JT 'W t ^ 3mTR ^ 3IsfRT 2003-04 517^ ^ 

89% ^ W t I ^ ’ft ^ fft^ W t fftj ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

;3ltR ^ ^ ^ftTcT ^ W^ % ^ ^ TR HRT #TT ^nflq 2IT afk ^ 

vjdl’l ^ f^4d Jirf^ ^ ’ft ^ ^ 1 ■^T? deft el ^ ^ ^ 1% 3f^ 

jj l f^4?|ch^ ’3^h’T ft ‘d’? yfe^W^ # 3ft? ^ W? ^ ^ 3ft^ 'ddeiaJ f 3M: 

^ ?mn ft ?rf^ ezm^ ^ t 3ft? ??fft fftzpftm 1 yfft 

{tftxt i ft vdcM I ddii^ eTSrr ftyFTN Vft ft fft'eidd 3TTft ^ ’FH ft I 5'dd> 

STdFn, dmy^ e^n fftft?I tR STR 1^4 W? ft ^g^IT? ^cTFn W ft 3ft? lEft^ vSftftT 
^ ^nft ^ ’RTift g^ft g? ^3cft?5 ggr ft ! drgygm ^ ftgg ft g? gigi w ft 
gftj ^ ahg mcidft^ dPj^ ftft ^ gicRjg gtfeg tftgft gftgg gra g^ft ft srft^ ??t ft I 

g,2 3Fg fftgg^ mf^gf cfe 

12. ^jcqrggft/^jgftrggTsft ft ft 3 t^ fftgg^ gr^ ft ^ ^^sng % gift ft 3 tw 
^tr y?^ f^lFfT ft I Rftidg^ ft ft ft. 3icRiftKjT fftftftg^r ftftRrftt, 3 tri^ fftftfftg^, 

^fgtwT gjgft (ftftft g? ^ gj. fft. ( 3 ft? ^grgft ftg^ gftfftgt), gft?iH ftgftg fftrftt 
f^ftfftg?T g?. 1ft., gfrjRR fftftftg? ftftfftid cp. fft, ^fR w ^ gftfftgr, fgftT^ ftrgftg 
fftftfftg^ k 1ft. ggr fftft f^ftfftg^ g^, 1ft., gft?TH ftgftg 3TMfftg gR^jg^rg fftftftgg g^. 1ft., 
fttg (wngg^ ggr ftf^ gpRd (Rftideb), ftgsTrg ftgftg Iftftftgg 1ft., ftig 

(wn^, ^ Iftftfftggf g^. 1ft., ftig (ftig ft Iftftrgg^) gsn ^ 

ft f ^ftidc^) ggr 1^ftg ^3ng grggft ftft1ftie?i ftftsft ftgft g^. 1ft. 

ft vjcg i dch) gag gj^ fttfft^sng ?ftt fts g^- 1 ft- ’gtg^ (ftig ft IftftiRg^ ft 
grig ^gjsng g? gg? y?^ Iftgr ft I fftftrggj gau grgn? sr^fegg^gr ftgfti yggjgftt ftr ft 
aiftiftg gg? % sTdigr wr xT?3pg g^ Rf^i'g ^ gftf ggrar ggr gr 1 

^.3 yif^cbi’O 5RT gftg 

13 . gig ^'dsrrg # gft ^ ftgg ft yrlftgyft g? grgft ft 1ft grftr gg? Ift^gcp gftr^ ftrg 
ftl '?[? 53 TTg g? ftgg ft, ggft g^ 3Rg^gT gftt ft 3 ft? gft^ g?ftg ft Iftftgg grfftR 
■yng ftfft ft gig sy'Wyid Iftftlftr Iftgftt sfR yriftpR ft ’ftg? gftt ftg ft g^ gft ft l 

14. y il ft^ ift gftcj, gfttg g^ ftt ^igg 5# ggr ^eep Ifty gnft g^ fftftft ft yrgg 

all? dft g^ ftrft g^ ftgfggr ft gft ft gft^ gftm iirt y?^ gftf eft ftg g^ft ft 1 

g^ eft ft dft gan gftVr ft fftg yrgg 3fR ^rfft ftf fggfift ft ^3?ft g? 
R ; j^ciu i gjftr ?mg fg gftf gt egrg ft ggi ft i 
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^ err? 

^1.1. l^mR 

15. ^iN'JlRcn ^ ^ ^ viejVl ^ aTPt f^felR^d gr^EI f ^ 

^ ftelFTT ^EPTTcT Mf^<Tiql Re/ldcT)l/^dIM4)1 TT cTT’J ^ # : 

i. 'RR^ cf^PJ^ Tf tjtt ^grq^Ef ^ gp^TIR RR^Idl M^dlT^ % ^ TTT^ TTTTm 

^TJR TT?n t gfk Wi^HNcfl ^ ^TR ^ c}?[ dl^l^a ^ RtEfrRrr 40 ^ 

3F^ TRTO ^ ^ ^ ^RR %T t I 

ii. Mrdlf^Id Rufiijcp 4% EJTPT ^ ^ R<J l dc5l % cua^H ^ ^?7 ^< sm4 

TJItR ^ WcpTT t I 

iii. fTT fRufrjRp TPftaTT 507r ^ 3Tf£lcp ^ TTPJ^cFT TJdUdd ^ gRTWRRT ^ TF^f^tcT 

HIC'1'<|5f[ R-UHNc^I ^ 5 RT^ ^ ^ t I 

iv. R 4 i< 4 cn ^ ^?tr jipJTaRT: tfrt ^ ?t?TT t l 

V. ?[eY> ■SRFTtT ^ ^Id ^ RTifldcpl/^cMKcpl ^ THTTR^T oijc|^K ^ yrf^fcFT^ gRT 

wra ^ wpfr ^irf^ I 

vi. ^ RFT W ^ ^ 3 TtR ^ gkPT cR^ ^ fRniT t 3ik 

^id STcrfSl ^ uTTg 3Tcff2r ^ xjcf "iff ElRld 3Tf?[g5 % f I 

vii. 'tideg R'ifld'T^] gRT MiRb'i-dM 3P^ ^?ft 'JHcJcg gT^ cR t||dd f^RTT ^ ^ ^ 3f[T 
g^T ^ glRcniRill % TR^ ^?fr ^ HiflYI TRP dlRSd RlEfRUT %?J7 t I 

viii. 3TR grfSfcpR ^ ^ rpj Tiicn>Ji£f[ % ^TRd ^ grg % g% xr f^spr 

WTFPTT t I 

ix. 5RRTT, ITFT, 3I^HH ^2TT 3TR gRTT^ ^ gWT ^ ^ 

gRRjt t I 

X. TRg^ % RRfrcrr^ pt cbiRyi TT n|^; i u-jj % ■jft 

^JecP cPTFR t I 

xi. RpfRR^/xjpngcR gRT itr?t Rfemr^ eRn RtRpr ot^ STfSEmr ^r^r ^ .tetst stcpt- 
3TRT W^lcllRill i\ 3TcFT-3TRg jTgPT RT ^ t I 


xii. f^^fpicR/wngg^ % 3TT^ ^3^ Tf q I Rill ^ t? ^szft c^ feqi^n t i 
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xiii. W ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ fer ^ g^t ^OTTcRT t I 

Xiv ^ ^ ^r5TR-3TtoR«fT cfT^ ^ t 31^ 73^ ^ ^ ^ j 

3rTf« ^ ^ ^ 5M ^ 3rs& f^wn % ^ 

31^-3TH^ 'WHM f^-^T ^?TW[ I 

XV. "#31?^ ^ 'iH'dirt aiPTTcil' ^ ^ ^ cFiftf^ ^jjTjt ^ ^ an^ 3 %^ ^ ^ 

talk^cT^t^^tf^ ^ ^ 1 ■' ^ f^Wcf4 ^ f^ 

23(3) ^ 3T^ “ 3TF!^ ^Tf^ ^ f ta W t i ^ ^ ^ ^ t 

WRT « ^ ^ ^ ^53T 3T^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3fr? ^ ^ 

f^mPT ^ 3TI^ t ^PTtf% ^ ^ ^ cTP; ^ ^ t I 

3^T^r ^ ta 11^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Tpn 2TT ?tr ^ ^5TT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ *T antTR ^«TT 

3Prf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ cfRcrf^ tttct 3fk a# ^ fMw ^an sf^ 

XTftnTFT t ^ to to % ^ PTPft t I ^ ^ ^ 

^ II? w t toto ^ 3T^ II ^ topp (iv) ^P3W: ^ f^toi to 

TTUT t mtol ^ to ^ tor ^ to ^ to?T to ^ 3jcfi h^rci^ ^ ^ ^ 

into aiFTPit ^ 33T7pr ^ ^jputo aptto t l 

xvi. to to % ^ to ^ t to aiftop. 1975 ^ ?tkt sto) ^ 

3ito topT toto toap pp topr ^ to ^3^tot ^ ton ppt t to^ fto 
to ^PTT^ % 70% ^ 3to ?p?p t i to to P? PPIT fto t tor^ft ftoto 
gp fto 5 ftocp ^an ^ 50 % ^ ato ^ ttf^ 

vicP I^ cl% 3PigTW PTPJ, P# ^ t ! 

xvii. toP?to^tt^^^^3^ ftop TPftap ^ a# p?t atggrw 

3Icpt ^ ttoijcito^aTf^^^ pto^Jt ^ pptp? ^ ^ ^ ^ 

31^ M't p€f ftoPP TpftaTT to ^ to to ^ ^ PTPI ^ 6 

to ^ ^ 7?^ to ^ “ TitoPT ” pp ftop -toT tor t ak to 

ftop^ ^ Tto aito^ to ^ to ^ ^ 

gto tor t i 

xviii. to 7PP PT^ gp to t, pf ai^^ ton t ^ to a?R ^ Pfm 

sto^toPTtogT^g^PTCTtoTTWPPJTPPiTtakto to aitop ppp 

TfHT t. I T3to to7 g? t top to ^ ^ ^ PTPPw 

^ CTPN gp^ ^ PTPP gg to 13TT t ! pto 3T^ Ttg^ to ^ ftolpc? to 

3icifEj ^ TT^ ^ to ^ torp top ^ pfeM 7^ f I ^ ai^pR ?p pto ^ fTP 

w g^ Tto tot t ftoto ^ tor ^ g^ to |an t aft? pg> ppt 

^wpftogn^g7^^totP7ftopgto7toaftgPTPpgppto atoto 

Tpfr? ton afk^to ^ fto^ toP7ato toft i 
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xix. % 3F2TTK ^ ^ WTT f ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

HKcT ^ 3T% ^ 3T^ ^ 4 -jf! TT^ ^ ^ t 3jk ^PRT ^ ^ 

TFTT^ cj^ Tf T^ T3TT^ tj] ;3TIc1^ 2^=RI^ ^ ^ 

TWrqqr q>T ^g5M ^ ^ irjfyT^ tITI^ Cf^ t I 3FJ?TR 

^ ^ f^ii'iaoiV^^Kcbl w 3T^ srfSlcpR ^ Tf ^ TFFT TTcEtM cTTHTT 
^ T?T t 3fW ■q?' ^;TTqT WF3nY ^ ^ ^ T[ x!^lfJ|d # W t g^n l eHj ^ 

TT^q^£fI TFTRI t?I)TT ^ ci^ T[ TTTfer q^twf W cfT q% 

TT t^SR ^ TmicRT t I 

XX. qrcT v^incwyl # f^Tfcpffrr % ei^efi t? ^stRri 

cTTHTI t TT crTRT t ^ fWlW 

^rrf^fR f I ^ ^ f^ifldc^j/^Kchl % 3TTXRTJT Ff?q f%FT cRRI W t I ^ 317%^ 
eTTRI ■TRT t ^r ^JRRcfVf?T^f[?TcfT qTTdf^ if f sffT ?TT^ 

fifr^ ^ ^TRcT if Rftfcf^ 31% fiff^FT 3FT Sltor 4 f^^^fqrmrft TR 

3TcFT-3FFT ^[JcRT JR^ c}^ t I ^ 3TT^ oTmn W t f^ '^IF [^ch>!HHdiq4? ^ 

STfcfq^ cZfcf^R Cj^ CR 3ReI TT^ t 3ftT fTF^f ^ ^fif WTRRT ^ t i 

XXi. ^ 3TT^ cFTRTT Rm ^ Rdldcfjl/^c^iqch] qiT SITERtT Tff^R ^ 3ffY q?' TT^ q^T 
TTFT cfR 3ffY deil'i srfcf ^-qR q?f ^ ^RdlRd R? 3TT£n1% t I 

xxii. 3TFff qcHt cf^ Rcrudd ^ dcR'Id f^RT RJTT t ^ ^RR fcf^ir tr 

3FT 3lfSrq^ ^ ^ ^ar 3%q tjtt ^ cR^; 3Tem # fTlfcTXT Rffepf/ 
^ ^ TflRfcR^ ^ ^5T 3TTir T3xR 3ffT TTRFwM if ^ qff TifRI if 

^RR ^ ^ 3RfnRfRf '!^C|id'<; 5R^ cRFT 3T^f^ t I 

16. ^RR trt ^ ^£[ Tj RR|cd Ri|ldct7V'3dIlc{ch1 ^ Tf^ftfcT RnRlRld ^ cf^ 
WtRkT W t I 

3TR3f^ qR^[q?R qt. f^, 

i. d)Hdl gRT 3T^ Rt ^ “ dd6l^ !^Rl^3TFf ^F^[cRH RRIRf ^Rpff ” ^ t^rt ^ 

f^Rfl W ^ t 3^1^ 3RFTT ^ “ 4. tTTRTRT 3Fn3foRT qR^fcRRT 

F. fel. ” RgR cR ^RT f^Rl t I FFff R Rf tR-/trpt ^ y^idd ^irR 
^ITeff R ftR ^ irmcTf if Tf./TFRTT ch^ldlR^l ^F5| ^!rRRT ^yR4 f 3fk 

jmR feqrt ^ t i ^ jraWnr^r diHdd TRf?f?T cwRHff if ^ cbyRjjT f- 

^iRrgsfR RRRr^ ^lRiy3TFi cfR^[cp?H ir^Rqerr rrrt ^c^Rdi 

f^., ^'1 Ri^ 3FT 3TMcRPr cfR^[cRRT Rl^iRT F. fel., Ri^RR) F. f^. 

(6ir^dH) ITT. fdl., $^>d Rlc^d TTnR^ F. fR., '^eRRi Rh^RcRH c}?,, R^K^H RRRrpTT, 
RFT^ ?fRiR RRRr F. Rt., Rl^lld ^ tRRFF fcT., Rii|cRj| ^^R^Je^ ^,, 

RfdT RRRr RRt |Tfr& iJchuRi fcT. I 



r 'mn i—11 


<ffl7rT ^ TT5TO : 


*im ^ffujTOiR ^ ^ >!j;ri ^ 3 i?R t wtfti ^ 20 * ^mi w M as ^ 

ta ^ ^ 11 

Wi * t?i. cCT =^ srtf^ fWRra f>fi4 JTSTywte * S’- ■« * I 


tjitfTR f^. 


1 . 


i ftiw ^ artJift* it fWiOT ii ■raJt att ^ aifp * 

^ ^ gii ?raT fis^ m ^ ^ ^ 2 

■?[ f^<; vll^ ^ •hI'^I ^ % 1 

gfRnrr Rt^f^tKt 

^ A. <i5nm (M 'iti* *Pra!^ fi,. aai to f»lto fii. * wa tot 

1«OT5 A’qfto^artPiOTtosRgatowto ™ ^t 51 ?# * ait; A ^ 

tea to toto TRIJ fto t 1 fto tow tot 3t^« * ™'tra^’a’« * 
31 Rifld^ |clR4ldl t I 

i =attotow*totoit; 28,2.2003 ^rtoT3to5a^f5rtoit^^to 
te w ft! ^ (to to * tom to » I toA ato ftoarar townaai^ ^ 

A to aj toR ftmt t ft! ^ awt 20 toft ft fttoi t 1 tom toft |ra 

5Rtol aa ^ araa ft!A "ft »m tot !toaw ftto mt !fiJam ft!!; mj ftm 

^ RcmRT ^ <-i^'^' t I 

ii totatoftaaaiaatteftfty’^.aaRftstoffttftnl^'^’t’^^^ 
* to !3aam amai aw w 1 ^ to aiiftto ft a; toa ftor aw w l» to 
tot — to waa! f tot! ftoraw tow ft ! 3 wr ft toft af ato to t ft 

totftto 100 % tow aifti to t I ft to ftt ft * 100V. tomi_ft t aJR 31^^ 

ft ^ ^ 100V, tow to ftt ft ara »tto! fttsaa ft ^ ^ 

ft ara t am: FH waa! !! 5 aw ftt WRWW aft wm ftft to ftt !^ I 


I h i '^'' 
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jp GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORPUMa b v 


[PartI—Shc, I] 


A ^ fW»tcRT ^ cP. f^. 

i. ^ t % ^ ^ ^ 1995 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ Man ^ cT?n 3 tiMt ^ M ^ ^ nan fMnr nm sn [ 

^ ^ W ^ t ^ cfk nr 20 MM 
13fk M 20 MM % M MM M cfn ^ fMr nm t i 






^ ^ it t. HlfiW>I« * 37>R era 

1!! ?TOFRI ^ 3^ I 

51? ds 3n« 35i, ,n 3W5S 33 ^ ^ 35( 33 f%pi^ 33 3TOR 33^ 

18 . ^ * ftifi3 3>\ Ri-tli 3fl3d 33 urai 3tr ft^fra civd 33 3131 fitsn t * 
^ <^’™^f^ffera^3rfSiiIJt3m33S dftte 

3i» 3« 31^ # 3n^ ;j^ 3^5, ^ ^ ^ ^ I ftRft 3il^ 3S 3it3 

* fit3; 33 3^ * ^ ^ 3I?I 33i OTt^tOTtw * 3n3># 33333^, 3¥3c%^t3tt 

M ^ tl'^ IM ^ *1 * Jte .33333S/Prt333t 3it 333R 

^ ^ ^ ™ ^ t 3ft ^ 531 33 33 ^ ^ ^ ft3 

^•2 ^<friqi41 fi<fiacft)7^fni^cblf fMR 
4. a^dofwvx fit^fiicHf 

MM^ ^ ^ 3f^5m 3# 3St 3t t 3ft 
^ ii J33 33373 ftts 3335?) * f 337 JTcl 7373733 3 77373 ft3 

MM. '^^'’*^^^5f3r3)ft37tft3a3H)^^,^ 

Mas *^*^^873)7)4 655 W33f?|7ft7#r3tfl 37377: 

^ * 3M * 317) # 7,5 3737 ftm 373 t ft 3 ^ fft3 ^ 3ft777 ft Tftpft 3ft iMt 



II 


15^ 1] 




"^^0^-04 ^ ^ -ft ^ 0.5., t 3« ^ ^ » I 

■nBOTTftnnwtfe’irenJR ot^ 5®^: iSH * ft—P «'""' ^ 

toff ff^rt ^ # 3<k ajSfTO w ^ 5R1 *ra 3n 

^ t I ff? ^ a’ll # ft^ ^ 5^ 

w ^ * toff-™ ™ t ^ 3^-5» ^ * ftff! ^ ^ 

to Tin t * ffW-5 ft ^ * 4^4 a5l ifil fT^ 

m™ 4ft ftffi-T t I ffffft 41^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

(Sffrt ^1 444^ ^ 20,000 fff. to ^1 ^ ™ ft ^ 

1 00 000 ^t'l to aftoi to =ft t I —ffjft ft —w —i to >w t 

5to 3toto fttom ^ ffig to4« t oft 1007. ^ 

Sft « ^ « 1 1.5 # toH « ^ t ft ^ 44^ 

toftl ^I5toii5 to # ft fttoff tow * to .t. 

IJX^ 31^ W ^ I 

gnTT^ 

20 to toft ft ^ 1.^ ^ ''^ 

to W ^-to. ft 

TOT fftoi t ft to tor . toft ft ftto 3ft. to toft ft ^ : ft? _ 

to 4# 3tol t 3ft. toTTJ » ^ ^ * 

21 4ig ffiff to ft ft—ff ffitoft ^ ftt TOiift/ftoi ft ^^5to 

,K4 3ft. to 1ft Pto - ^ ^ 

t’ f^ : 

i to . to TO1 ft anwff ft tom 311414 3ITto ft 3TTgI4_’H 45 J* 

f, ,/t I to 3^™, TO Tjto ftffl 441 t ft Ti? WtoSt ^ T*. ^ ft 

ir ,nnnn <rt to tofti ft toff wrai ft toro RTO 3to wra ft to - 

to ft .4TO ft to IJff ft to^ ft^ft ft t 

30 000 ftl to toft, ft 44 1ft t I to 314441, TO ft W 441 t f» 3lto ^ 

20,000 fti to nfto ft toftff wrai ft ijiitTO ft 445 sittoro ^roro to ft 1^441 
'3|T % I 

ii to ft Ito 4141, 134 ft fto ft44, 41TO ft 3lto 

WTO3. 14TO ft to fto 4to3i1 3ft 4134 ft^ ^ 

4344 ft fttol to 3ft Utoto 1Rftotol<!1J?tft41TOft tofft ^ 41 



12 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Sec. H 


^ ^ ^ ammrf * ^ 

*101 ? I 


iii. TO # fiK ^=0% * ^ ft c^lt tsft siJra ^ # 3ri% 3RI Iirei 4 

3Tmw «Twr3rr cf>i ^ ^ t i 


iv. ^ A ^ ^ ^ 

Timr ^ t I 


"Hm ^ %cr ^ ^ cm 


22. ^ 3T^ t % ^ ^ ^ f^nfRT^ 

TFTFcT cfT^ ^ TSHTJ I 

*rt5rai), -litwi ftRft 
uTnRTT f^. 3^7 TO - 

^ to ^ t fe ^e„ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 12 ^ tim t =T ft! WS ^JW?R! vara qftro I 

^ W ansH!'^ t % 3Rft 4 *rai w 

^ !rt te P^ 

^ I TZ™ ^ ^ * T« «ft !R I?=I ftpi ;toJII !rai t ft! ft!# WRRIi 

4 f^c^^u, xnrnr ^ 3rm^-3Tmn 

^ ^ ^eTR w ^ f^ ^ t ^ 3ik ^ 

1^ W t I c C >1!^l T 

TcHtt^iT ^7T Ct7. f^. ^ Cfi, 

24. ^ ;fT^2jTT ^!TTtep^3T[ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ t'3itT IR7TRT3TR 

tf 

^ ^ ^ TRPRT3TR mrg cfR^ RRR ;rTto^ cf^ R%f2TR ^ ^ ^ ^ 

aift ,,TO;t# ,( ,,^ Jan t #? !# Z2*# !3to 

n^ 5n ?T>ira 3!# ft STOW <BI !3<5irai=, 3#)^ jp^ 
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[mni—1] 




^ » 7 ,.-«ra »r#n %tftTFa ai. t^., aw (^airaai), aiW n ^ 

fti ^ (*i ^ ftjfraai) a ai ie^aigai ^ (^ Rjmai) gan - 

;r^ ^ iitRaaa tia %%gg_jajLai- (’»’ *1 jgggLgLl 

aifi aaaiw ^ ’ra -laOTfe =*■ fe- ^ faama;) 

25 a? a* fen aai t fis 51^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

!SfS 

aOwa-fr a t, araife^i afiawn t aatfeasFja ^ fefraa? ^ aiiyil^ 

aa aiaam t 1 aa^i a? a^ a a| t fe 

araaaaasaa^afeatfeaaialSan^as^aiaafet 5^^^ ^ 

jaafea TOiafe aa a* feira snaRSta affe aafem fea air^i fea t I aaa aifiw ^ 
^OTa*ai*ai^'*af arjte fear aai t fe arfeaaTa aa fimiafea ^aaaia ara sra 
^ fea aa ^ * aR* a^aa t I aifeaam “ ft^fea ai?ait ” >* anfJlR fear # 

arafe aRa ^ feRa ■■ fifeaa53/fe^ arf# •’a^ # 

aRi, aia. M feto ^ aRRi^aaaRi a,^ aiffea aaa aR^ f?P, a,^^ 

wa a* a?afe a# ffen t afR aifesaa aa f¥ra aRfei ana ^ f?a! ai^ 

fi^ a,^ aR aafraaa ajcaa an ^ ar#, WMaa ^ ^ 

ft;t?*a BRt an« Ratt * arjHR a? arai feai aar ^ fe arafei aiana 
fera ail^ ■■ # a fiS fifeaais ai?^ I 5a* aaaaai^ ?aa ai% aa « * 

aWm % ft^aa?® 215 * aa aia=** ^ ^aaai t ffe* aaifei *t feto 
^ a?^ ^11 fe aro aa araft araa-araa dtana^^ra^naanaaftani 

t I 


26, awaa5*aj,^*fa,aiaaawatfea^Ji^^3n**iaRnaHl^ 

cp, f^. ^ 3RRTTT^ 3f!^ 3mcP f, PiMf^Rad cjcflcl ^ "nt t . - 

i ;nf^ 311^ 

2004 I 


ii. ^ 28 2004 ^ ^ sJt 1 

iii. ^ ^ ^ 3fP ^ 3TPJ^ ^ ^ ^■ 

#/79/2005-'^) ^ ^ ^ ' 

iv. ^ ^ 3Tf^ ^ TISTT f^ ^ 3#7JW 7^ ^ ^ 2?^ sfP ^ WH 

19 ttI, 2005 ^ ^ ^ ^rnTTf ira sn l 


V. 


^ WT? wf«t ^ 30 1^^, 2005 ^ 3^q^ ^ ^ ^ I 
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----: |■:X I RAORI)INARY 


I‘ ah I I Si 


SnmjtHT ^ 3Tf^^ ^ ^ cPR^^ I 

^ ^ ^ ^ CTOt qj^^n 

3TT?^qxrqT ?TTTJ t I 

^ WT 3Tf^ -c^ ^ -OTT^ 3^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 3T%YFn ^ ^ ^ , 

't ^ ^ ^5T ^ ?7S3J IJW ?> 

m % 8 2007 cf^ ^ ^ tTT^ ^ qgR ^ 2jy I 

27 ^ WT3?N 4 MtcT ^7^ q5«TfM ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ TT^er ^^ m-T 3TT^^qTx^CMWf^;g^g^ f%T^TT^ 7^ W 


* I WW ^ ^ g^ „ 3™^^ 

7TF 3TSf RWq TJ^ ^1 

29^ sra ftfife jnfitaft <f| f%,raftFft 5157 arfRRPT cRfl 50 rfWsB 

^S^LT' * rf>2^'*' ' sra %n3 3if#0 * 5R Tjisj ?TOR J, gM 

cIPI lift I <5*5^ i) mfiw it OTit gfefi Tiira 

2^ ^ I t% gW 73t«033Ri 0itg dt 50 rtJtf 0,! 40 

^ ^ 5# 4,500^0 „5 i# « t ft ^ * 4^ 

^ ^(JT o ^ ^ tpft ^ ?>Tlt wft 4 ?n^ <^ 

WWq qgPT tfvT^ ^ PiJ|i| feT^JT qTTT ^n | • 

t ift Sft 39 t ft ^ ftw5 ft^ i^ftra 4. ft Rs,4 Fwi<ftt 

iJTR^fiteitt, 0»W5f?m5«t I OTm sra ftg 50 a^^st * ift i| ,,5 



^3!Tcn t ^ 3TM^ t cbMpliil ^ ^ ^ ^TT pTofRIcf^ ^«TT ^ ^ 

HcbC"^ 'l^ Pb4T ■'I'JI ^ I 

iii. ^ t f% t# fWr^ f^. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

T^ ^ cl^ 2004 ^ ^ ^ "fit t ^ ‘^l'<14K 2004 ^ 

3 TFMpf ^ ^fNTf ^ ^ 4cll^ W t t 

iv. ^^3^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Mfjrrn^ 3T^£T 

to 11. 


V. aTq% ^ ^ t f^ to ^ (^^rftoi) f^. ^ to tot t 

ifErft toi?R ? ^Jtttb^!^l ^ ^ tow? ^ ?^rw “ ww? ^ ftor ” ^ w w 
ww t ?to m^R tor ??r ^ ^ 3RT toto gT?T to w t l pr?tot ^ ^ ^ 

ftK tot?3 ^ 31^ w?w toto to ?to ^ tott ^rt. f^., torn to|W 
^ w?w ^ ^ tot t I to% tow ;wtot ^ ^wr ?t. i?5 tor?? to 

^ “ ?tocT v3c<r T? ” ^ ?to?T totot ^ to ^ ?5 wtt toft "fit t to 

tom ^ to 'Jttom tot ?5^ ft tot t toto ^ 5wt_w to ^ 

tot t I toPr tor?? 1to t 1% ?r? tor? srTErrtom to aitocr t toPr tom 

totort ^ to ^t ?j?rm feto t l 


vi. stor 3Tf%£rt wi mtor ftorrrto f? vj'tor st^^et f^^ri t’ 1% ?? ftor^ 

totot ^ toj ?t?Er ^ ^ fto tortarr to tom ?? to fto m ^ to tom 
** vjjm toto ^t to ?sm 3tm? to torm ^ ^ mtoto ?jcw to ftof^ to t i 3m: 
fto tor? m mtoto ^ cmm to mi ??? tot i3^ i toPi to ?m 3 t^^ ton t 
fto vj^Vr ST?r \3dr? "?? to '5?r tofram mtoarr to tof tot rntotormr ?to t l 


^.3 5M tofg 

31. totot ton to to to ?m^ to ^rw wm to? to to f^rm Tf nm? 

to to to fmuffrn to^ to tornmn to to ^ to^ to? m ^ to toarr to ?ttocr 
3RT to ?2 tt tor^ toft to totot ^3?n?to/mtoto ^ ??f? ftormtot cito to to mto 
t I mftotot ftotor wnto/ftoto m ^ mr^ to ^ fto? w? to? % to ^ 
to? ?[t?T to ?? torn srftrto to ^ to to t sto ?f mto ftorto # tm toc^ 
tor? m w ?? m? ?to tot? to i3?n?? c??? ato m to ^ ?j??t nto ^ 
m to mmfm ??? tor mr ?r?m to rnmr t, ?? f?r ^3to mr tot mr^jto 3?E n? to t 
ftoto m?? m totot- f? ?m to mtotm wntot rrrm tor m to to?r tototo 
^g^cirt srrtofma mtomtomenfsnrnfmmntoc^ tom tor to ?Fct tot ^ 

t I tototot to ?¥ ?i?^ t fm to ??? ?? ?to tot? ? toi. sft? toll sto mm 
Tt fto^ ?j??T to to f? ?Tto to to to to mr mto i 



_ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY [Part [-^Sec. I ] 

32. cfcfT 3?T^ ^ItT ^ c|^ 

^ ^ ^ t, arf^r^ ^ Rchic^ t ^ ^r 

TRTf Ri'^iR^ ci^cil ^ f^eii4^ ^ ^nt 2ff 3fr^ ^r R^Lbi^-g cr^di ^ ^ sff 

^ 1% ^tcRPT ^rra Rdi'ii^JRr f 3 t^; ^rNt ^ ct^rft '^rNr ^ nraRrcfr ^ 
dNI ^ '{Hchdl I 

33. 3T^ ^ RR*^ ^rrRcfjiRiji ^ MRqi<51 ^scqr^^/fRifrrra^ tjit 3^^- 

3WfT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Rtcf)q Rcbidri t % ^ ^rt 

^ ^ R^mct, WCT R# to TRn t Rto topr^ ^ ^ R ^ irt Rtto 

sit? ^ 1% ^ qj^ R^'^ui if f%i7 T]TT vjq^cM ^ 3Tg?rT? q R^jctl 

gRT to ^ ^ tod? R to ^ ^ CR?R to t I w^ STRTdT, to Wd 

to to ^ to ^ fto dd TRR t, toto tortot srt argRg ^ fRto 
toto %g toto ^ to to?T f to ^r gt ^ fto? tosn fto ^ 

gd?Ttor t I TRT^sTR to mRuiiR R gd g^ ^ wtiR to ^ totot ^ ftoto 
toto #to^g^d^TRp^to?totocitt r?r 3 to t to g3?Ttoto? 

^ 15rrtotot tot ?f? ^*TTto ^ to cRf? ?tog' cRg % toRto? R torRto ^ ?fT2T 
to R to ^ t, ftoto toito ^ 3?? ^. gs ^ ^RR 3Tftoto: toto ftoto 
m 5Rgd ^tr % 3Tg??T t 1 toto to ^ to # to to cto to ftot 3 r^ 
fto^ to ^ tocTFR cto 3TTto Rto t ctr totot ^rt r?t 3 ? rr toR R f\ fto? 
fto RTw to ^ totot to ^ to gtofR fto w ^ to toto ^ ^ to 
?to to RR 3? fto? to %g toto ^ to to dtor rtsr to ?RRn rrrt i 

34. toJtot R tog tor? to gt to to? tog tor? to fto to? to? to to 

to ^toR ?R ftoeTw cfRR ??Rjf tog RcfiR sfi^ totonto ftotrato/RRrrdto tort ^rt fto to 

RRf Rto dto TR fton? fto^JT t 1 

R. 3Tg? CRT f RtopRT ; ?nRTRi ggi, ftoto cjito to? to? R i Eto ? 

35. ^ toto R RRT 9tol)(to ^ 3Tg?fR RHM gRT ^ toto?R to todto RtoR fTRT 

fRRrato to 3??TtoR to totof Rto i di^cin to rrh to ftoto to R-RtoP/ totodcb R 
dRTTtoft cfd toto "^R? q?gR to ftoR t i 

36. totorto fRRRRTto to srgR^ 1 to tor 7 to Rg?TR mftopto to tog rtrfr ggr m 
fRto?R ‘‘ RRR 3 TtoRr?RT to Rto to R toto rt tototo toto rt Rto fRtot to?to to 
R wrf Rfto 3 RR toR to tog toto to Rim? 3? rsm to Rrt TtgR to t to rrr 
^ 3 ?dR to tog RRR R wfto ?rt R rrr rt ?Tto totor ?toT ftoRt 3R7 Rtofto Rien? " 

?? dRTT atotoR toRT t I RRR RtorRTRT rtR RRR to R RRRR ggr to to R tog tom 
gRT toto Rtom RT gRRT RdeRI to RRlf to Rt I fRtoRtot/Rcqitoi R to ^ Rlto R RR? 
to toRT t I 3TR: ftoRt 3RR fto^RT to 3mTR R toRtot R fRRR 6(8) to argRR RRRm R?R 
?? totRT ftoRT t I 



^11 

srafa ^ ^ aR im ai t^l sai a>l«^ ^ 

* a, ^ f» ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ aft. 

'£lT^irr 

fcti cRiT : - 

fs^ a5i am« areiBa; ^ * ai^’F^ ® ^ 

^ ^ ft^, ^ f^T'^ ^ 

(.y) M f«W^ ^ ^ 

cf5T^ l^f^^racn ^ ^ ^ 




(^) . , ^ 

M I McTf^ ^ Tzra^ ^ ^ ^ %-?r5iR si^rczmw ^ ^ 

3^ ^ ^ 3fk ^ 3ltelW ^ cZm?T^^ ^ 

1. 3TT^ 

2. ?T3it%^ cp. f^. 




/lig'^fiil /£>€- J 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


^ cfT. 

|3n#>t#fT %^Rch Cfj. %. ^ 7^ jj|^ j q 

f^fJrcu cfj. ■ 


[Part I—Sec. 


^pr?[FT fwRJt f^lVf^cEfT 

^^RiJcT f^. 

cp, 

4 ^ f^ 

4. ^3TH 4!t 4 c}t. Rt, 

^ ?i!f?5r33TPT fc^ ¥. f^, 

fM f^. 

^ ^ ^ ^ 1?^ ^«, ft 


H*-|]cw aM ^ ^ ^ tjI ^ • 


^ ^ ^ ^ cfe fi</mcoT ^ err^ 3?^cqcr^ C^ tgcTfR c^ oft? 


35. ’H. 

1 3ifclH vjiiti iiQuiijt 

j^tfl arfsl^jw^ ^ 


4 - 

1 

|2. 

1 

1 1 
_i 

15/2/2003- 
30.12.2005 

simRi'I ^. f^. (^rqr^ ^tstt 

^JBToT 4f^, ^ (f^rflcTcR) 

15/19/2004-#^3ftv^ 


f^, ^ 

J. Rt (^ ^ ^ xrrf^ W 

15/i5/2004-;lh3fti^ 

l<Tq 1 ^(iiFT TTlxsq^ [4 Ic^SM x^ tRK Cf^ 

^ ^2TT ^ ?i1%3TR CT^R^ 

^44 f^. STET^ JqiE'SiE T[ 

1 ! 

|i5/3,.''2005-;^Mx^ 

|4. jf^-rraf? 3 3 t^rj^, 2007 

--~ ^ --— * 

p^itRw f^, 4. 41^ ^ ^ f^ 

(^EICR) ^STT 4. ^ ^ CE. f4f. (fMcTcE) ?nf4^ f 


42 P TTtoft ^ Tjf ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^f ^ 

Etwi ™ sn ft i TO aftro^i * aro ft fro t i ftIpHcRfRit * 



[Wl— 


vriTH 


ai I OTTft 3n1%5PRfi3i( ^ =!iFitfira aiaR ^R 5nfiraii« ara ^ ^ „ 

SraOTPn’rart liaaiJt* W 

wit at fim ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

w?ta sra waa aw ri ^ ^ 

xatlai ^ fitiW aw a^M was aR fiRa aH ^ ^sgite ftw ww ^ 

.inwasilt it wwstto OTtits* aiw sfi aafSra att aw a«i a^atiw aw t I ^ 
wl%awffi3il % ^ataa aiafirat * t^ ataiR a*aawi* aa?R * 
wjatlwatiwafeaOTaltftaitiaa: aifitastlt 
OTWww® aHaialtsftw^lt^fifiwaw Wiaa ja: ana aH <lt t aftw 
^ alwaa altai * !nW> aa wt%at aSt araiw afetwOT aa aaaw want aaW aa 

;r^ t I 

43 aa#ra »im * tdi IW « i^ana «a ftWas at fei- 
ftt^piaa #. fit. (*a ^ tWraat aat saasniai y*a wat^tpl ^ 

^ ^ tnfM aa atat t ft aialta aa atiatam % fitfa Jft was aR 

waaaaataiata^^^^^afi^ Ma^ awa^/fitoa^^^ 

% aaa araia af&taaaai ^ aaa^R aw aiaiw aw awaftsa aa aaraia ^ 

W IjdciM^^ TcT ^ ^ STJITR 1^ 

cTcTfTH ^ ^ ' 

44 snSaatt a? # =te atat t ft atan wWiaiR Ria ^ aaftnit #i JRh ^ «aR 
wftw fiaifiit^ aaaraait/fWraait SRI aiaa tfl at wat aifftn * 3^ 

1 . 4. aJiwna asjit fta ^ fWiaat ft. a^, #a aH. aR,, ftft ftaitai 
^ \jlHT ^5rmT t (v5d4l<«f^ 

2. 4 •?nt f^., w^ (M^ 

45 aiftPilt steaaattftaafiaaaaiftaa aaflea ^ Ria 

gs, airaraa ?a 55t tR aiat^ aata * aaaa 5a a«ffl it aiftt ^ 

ijRuiiH \5n^ fTi? t I 

aTlt^ # IW aft la aaa t»R ^ R^ * ^ ^ 

Htaiaat/ftfeat a^a t ata aat aRa al fi# a« aSI t ai% Rra ^ * 

t ataiT^^ aa ftfe ftat t "ft™ 

ro fa aata at asarft fftfeat aiai t I tnfitaaft <R ant as aiaai t ft^wat^^ 
l^Taaa anta aa naftt aiatk feat anaraa * atfta ftta * afta atai 

3fR c|? ^4 rH W^3FH ^ ^ 4 ^ I 



20 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Skc. 


^ ’ft fftf=TfcT%cT gM gRR ^ 3TT£?R W gft R# sft ; 

1. 4 7ft ^ (^^cRTgcf^ 

2. 4 onwr f^^fftcR gr. 1^., ^ (m^ 3ftT 

3. ft. XRft (it»t) XRFitTTT R c^f^ l ^j l ( ffti l dcf > ) 

’4^°*’ 35) 3fl^ ^ tiftnm TO* a%5R, 16/14/2006^ 

^ ^ ^ # affi)w I3irii tifttim isra fiit; j) i ^ 3if^ ^ 

3^ # ^ git graR gifcraw <t ferfiiij, j, sr^raror gigi tot ^ 

3tra * iw1v4h 4 fR TJcrogit/Mragit gii giisR 3pSOTOTn gr <zn*R rtS wn iiift i 

Tf gro T,^-aa ^ g ^ ^ 

49_«g * M!^fWROT,/13OTggit % ngrgg^ gil T^ gRR to =n tof, 

^ SRTIRT. gitoROT * g,% gg RRI^H gR^ * f?R to w to .ft g^ 


1 . 


2 . 


(tot#) (^ gg, tote gto Tgp, to 

mfA^ cR. f^. {-mA]) (fft^RRp) 

fft^fftcF) R7. f^. I 


. . ^RftRt2ft%g=?TTft cwfftgt fftRft gRTR TTfeFRTT ft?r ft feng 

^ 'Sto # I snftto it toto 

gto gto T?, to#toi Tggto # to Tt topg to 3® ftto ^Jto 

• TcIllftcR % sftft 

• trrfftcrT cjft R^gfftftr 

• c^/cfRfftftt ft 

' 3gg, toft ftto »to to to toftto gto to 

• TOdlft cjft fftfftf% cTejT (dM i d 

^ ^ •’to 

^ g# to to Tto gRte TOT A a^to Twjft tetote gto # Ir tog t 





—TsFS I ] 
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• ^ cTFT^ 

• ^ ft?rM 

• f^crrfcmm ^ 

51 OT 31I?ra <S *[ 5f5!% * fi»5 ^ *!!a ^ 

ft™ lira i« ^ ill I ftiw? mfeil 4; OTl/5ttoil ^ 

S cm itrann fifiw’rai ai , iftSftrt il mte wM 
^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 5=1 ^ ^ 

cfl mm 1ft * cnfis 1.? to ^ ^ ft*'f® 

™ iftt ^*<1 31 ^riftlft t 1 HlfiWlft *1 ft^ 3351. iWOT 33^ W 351331^ 
r^ mftWl, f%^ ^ 35#R5lft, ft#3 

W 333 31-333 1ft rniftcH Hlft/ftHftra 13l3c13t/ft^ ^IT!^ ^ 

^ 31 3mma 33 ^ Ijfto 3ft 3H 3#13 333 STimlft IR 

355031, .fl% 33 353133 * ifRH 3*11/ 133313^, Ijft, 333 331 333 5lft 3ft!13ftl3l 
3TT^P^ to W 2IT I 

52 33lft 153*33 46 il ft3! 33 5J5ft53 * 35P1H 35 3T3I 331 3, ftl 53^ 

Sftft * mfS * 335 3m 93 ftl3 33 353R3 * 33 36^3 m*533W 33 33ft 

^ C^t ST^ISTT ^ f^Hf^fecT ctot ^ 'P ^ ?; 

*, cftfim 531H^3«3 fiftft35 35. ftl. (15531335) 333 3«ft51 3i3ift 1313 ^ 

•gpT^^ {'^'^'^) (1^*^'^'*’) 

, immK mft^ * te3 31343 1J3 35, ft. f 

3lftc3 31cft 353ft * 331 4 3l3llfil35 3ftl|53 ijft * ^ 11 , 

OT,ft 1533533ft * SRR 1J?3 ft 5533 313IR >303 1* ftim 707,^?^ 

5# 335R ftftm 35131.* 315333 =Ic3 ft 333131* 33 »33iraftcl fftn 331 31 5* 133* 315533 
cPf tTT^ 407r STT 1 

ii ^ 2000 ft 311ijfft3i 33lfSt33 31ft 53313 931 ^ ^ ^ J ^ 

3t * ^ 3511ft * ftftfftfW ft fftiftm * 3*3 im 333 Sift ft 31313*^ 

iii. mm 313 1ft 2000 * *313 413131 3t ftcft 3f*31 351 3ft3 t, Iftft **31 ft 3^ 

wto ^5^ 3^ to ^ ^ i 
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iy.^ f^qt^ % 3EJHN, Wm'lun'j ^ ^ 

% faciei 3Tf^ ■^5cra' 56% STT I 

(-dcMicjcb ?TaiT 

i; ^ TeiTHT 'ill Pi d cjj^ cf^ % xsq 3 1999 cf^ ci?f tj| 

^ 1999 ^ WETR eil^'il'iH % TRT ^ SE | 

ii. ^ WT ^ WTlr ^ ^ ^ett^tt Ezn sn ^ 

^ 1 1998 ^ 3ikT w 2TT if^ qT^^3T^qT^%^9T- 

TnsT qy qcTRE Tjin t ^ ^ ^sr q?l qf^ 31^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ 5T I Reef 18.8.2006 qlt ^ efi?^ (wrm ^ ™ 

% 31^ qlt^TPT ^ ^ ^ 1^ ^ 

^T qt 9 ft I cp^ 1987 % ^ ^ fftf^ qf qft dH ^ I 

3T^. ?TT 3n^ m cflrt q# q?TT f% ^ m f^ cM to 

qqr an i 

iii. tor qftoto ^ f^ton tter tor (10 Ti.) ft q-nr an fft> 

q^ ^ tor qR^i^Pl ft to 31.12.2005 ^ Ttoq to qqr an -vqqfftj tot ^ qft 
2000 ft qto qq ^rtr tor rt qii an i toft q? qftf qjq to f% tot to % 
to toft qft 2000 ft 2005 qq^ ^ to to ^ toto to qqqq tor I 

Eiqqq 34%. qftoTfftftt q^ qrft ft qq^T qqi an % ft ^ fftfftq ft fftqg TR^m ftq 

Tftfto toqft ^ to 3ftq 3Tqrq-3reR Prqqn qTfq q^ to w to I 

53. 3RT: qrftorft n? qrqft ft fft^ ft qqnqcn/fftton to^Rnq 3Tftc2Tqq«n qft tofftftt ft 
q^ qft t I to sTcnqi, ffttofto qqtot/fftftto ^ ftt qqq to q^ ft ; 

1. qftqqq qT3ftftq fftiftfftqx qt fftf (xnTqqftt), fttq i 

2. qftqqq nttoq ^ qt. fftr., fttq 1 

3. to ^571 ffttoq? qr. fft[, ( 

4. tor qqq fftftol ftfftfftqqr qr. to, fttq 

55. qrftorft to nto ft to v.qqTtof/fftftitor ft ntonq tor ^ qfttonft qrfftqto 

^^toq q^qft 3 Tqfttqqntotoqftftt 3 tototftq^toqq 3 ^^ ^ ftqq ft 

to ^ qto qtoqq ftg totor toft ftt ftftt aft i qanfft ?q 
qqqq q^/fftftrtot qq q^nm to to toq ftftr q^ 3ftftqto to n^r tot tofto ft n? to 
tawjto toft tojqq ftg 13 ft ft to qft toft tor qn:Rto to ft I 3 R: ^ 
yyriqtoi/fftftrqtot qq to to w qqq i 3rcr. qrfftqqto ^q^ ftq 51 ft ftoq qq 

Fto to 31^ Fcqto/fftftreTto eft qto to to qfttorft 3rtoftt toiqr tor 
q^ft ft I 
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■qror ^ — 

^7.1.1.3 3T!&czi^R2n cj) ^ TR ^ «i> ^ 

56. «TRT 9M^){'^) ^ 3TcT% IMI ^ ^ ^ ^ c^T 3f^ t : - 

(i) cR^ ^ w?R ^ ^ gc=r%i ^ ^ ^ ^ 

#JTT ^ ^ wtm % f^ ^ ^ ^ (6) ^ ^ 3TfHR 

f^tfRUT ^ t; 

(ii) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ "fTT^TRR ^ 

c]^ c^ ^ 3T5I^ ^ Rifl^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^TSTR ^ 

f^ff^ ^ ftfM ^ ^ ^TTST ^ WJT ^ ftfM ^ ^ 3^;!# ^ ft^,. 

'JTT ^ 

(c5) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ M 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f^ ^ (6) ^ atcf^RT ^ ^ 

SrjffR f^^RT W t; ^ - 

(^) !^^ i k3Rc 6: ftg^ 3tk WTRJJ Rprat ^ f^ |f^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^scpg g^ Ts^qrgg cTFig 3fk ^ ^ ^ (e) ^ 3^ ggR? g^r Rmt 

^ srjfTR RrefRR "W t; 

57 fuRT ch^Rg| g^ gMR ar^cgg^ g^ g^ 3?grg f^bgi ggr t/ggrg R’gi ^ ^ t, 

^ fRta gggjg^ % ^ ^ ^ amrR gg to ggr 

grtot R ?g g^toft ^g ^ wg ^ ^ ^ fRto^ gtoto arto 

t :- 

i. grRgg^ R g? gcgiRd f^gg ggr ?g gglR^ R cingR g% gFTRg 3Tf&gn ^f 

TRfng to g^ t I gtot ^ rtw^ to> ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ T, grgTR ^ to to to to ^ ^ gg 

f^ifm tor ggi t 1 to gto ^ grptot to f^R to^ ^ ^ ggr sfr, 3jg 

Tto ^T toto R ggrpg ^ ^ fRtor %g to HPto to ^ ^ ^ ' 

mfto R to ^ tog to ^ to ^ gr^ T^y[^m> fto to 

^ grg g^ t I sRtort to gtor, ^ w^iX ^ ^g ^ tor gtoto gg grgi to 
ggr t toR toto R gc^im to to g^nto to ^ angn ^ ^tot ^ ! 

ii. to grtot ^ totog ^ tog g^ to to g^ sff, gg totot.R to, 

gg gtoto Rigg ^ to 3T%f^ ^ ftogg^ ^ toto ggngg ^ 

TtoR g^ t 1 g i HM ^ ^ Rftog ^ to ggggg ^ tog gng to fto ggi ? i 
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Uf.1.1.4 ^ cjjt ^ clT^ cSMPlilli ^ WTFJl ^Je^I 

58. ^ ^ ^ 'dc^lc;c|>/Plifi.dcfi 3T^£I-I ^ ^ 8 ^E HNdu^'j ^ tf 

^ ^ f, '3'fcji yrfEEcR^ ^ TT^ST-I ^ ^ 7 34^;^ TTFTRJ ^ f^cfRW 1%JIT 

t I -4^4 R'41 ^ TETffT^ cPT ^ ^ TE^ift dc4 1 44)1 , 

TEc^ETFT Ecbdl ^ttet 9TE, ^ ^ 4)^ TTFT# ^ 7F4?E TE^^EI 'JTTTcf sfETTcT HH4) 3T44I^ | 4 ) 

3^ cf^ ^ 3E'd)El'^4 4Et4T?T T^RcE A cTFT?T, d 4 l 4 lRHd 

^ M^lldRch eTFm ^ 7#5R ^ ^ % I gM fTE M5R 

W TEWP^ ^8^ gr?E i|lRl4)I ^ lTf)TT TjTT • • > ^ ^ eft ^ • • ‘ 

% I 

15.1.1.5 3i'H64Vn Pl4ld*178dJlcJ4)l’ TTFTT^ ’JeJT 

59. 3TTEF4t4ft 14 4)1/Pi ill cl 4)1 ^ TEWEE ^E PrEf£l4)|ft "^Ed^ ^ PEifld4)l ^ TTTfTF^I ^ije4 ^ 

fftjfrTcri mcdd?ft Pl44lcJc>n ^ 3rgsref-I ^ % 1 ^ 6 ftfEfrfTd f^TgictE eft eEP]^ 4 TftE tE 
3T7TfT^ 7^ f I 3TcT: ft TE^ft 3TTE&ftrft pEif|d4)l/8c4l44)l ft 7ft£E ^E TTFTP4 ^>^541 

ePI ftE?fr^ E37ft TcR 47 fft^IT 4^ t ftw 7d7 47 4T3ET7 3Eftzj'cr724 ft 4 ft eft 4 457 ft cuft 
#4 ft deft ft Plftd4)l ft fftxT fft54| 7J4T |) | 

W.1.1.6 Mfridift fftftldcbl ft 4Frft ft fftfticT ftt^RT 

60. ftpE Piftlddil/dcHIdT)! ft 4Tfftc5lft ftl fft^T t 3^17 4T7d ft[ fft^ 44 fftftft ft 

31447 47 TTOcE 7J44T ^47741 4571^ t, E34 TTftE PE ft 44)1 /78747 44 )1 ft foI4, fttft % 61 ft 
dfcftll^d 3c4l44)l/Rftid4)l ftr wld4)7 4Tfft4)Tft ft 7774TfftcT 7^47 ft 3TTm7 47 471747 4 fft 4 Tft 
PEftd4) ft feI4 fftftrcE 4^477 377T4 ft fftftfftr ftt 4^ t I 

61. 77eftft fftftdftE 3TftE7T ft. fttTITT f3TT4ft4 #4 fftftfft4) ft. feE. (^^TftftE) ( ^ 1 44)) 
7E^ TTftfftTE 4ftftE J4i-iftd '^i-iftl fftftPft) ft. fft. (^MtftfE) (fftft7T4)) 7TS7T fftft fftftfft4) ft. 
fcE., fftfttft vftrf 37ftft ft ftr7E4 41777 4^ 7747^ 47^ 44 fftftfcE 4)7ft 4ft ftftnm ftt ft fft^ 
7774744 ft ft7E4 fftpift 4lft ft 4? 474T 447 t fft 74#ft fftftfft4) 47^, 4 fft tft^44^ 
TEfcft (ftftjftt) 44 47^: fftftfTE fft4E t sfft 4^ 7747^ cR^ 44 fftftcE cflTlft ftftt 4 ft fft47 ft, 

ft 7 E 44 ft cftTTft ftftE ftE ft Eftftft ft 377477 47 4744 ftrft T^ft 47 44 r 4 ft ^ Rlft rl ftft ftt 
7 E 47447 44 fftft74 4# fft4E 747 774477 t I ftPftTTTft ftft 477ft f fft 4744ftft fft4ftt ft Ttftr 
ft 4TTft 7?ft 47 f477ffft ftft ftf W447 47 37774-37774 4744 HiPEldl ft fftft74 ftf fft7777 
fft4E 47747 ft 37 I 7 4? ft477 ftft Rftdfti 47 TTTf^ ftteff ft ftf 4774 4 ft Ti^Tg- 47 ^ 44 fftftcE 
^ 34 7 ft ft I fttft f 4 Rftclft ft 4774 ftr 7 E 4 ^ 47 ^ 44 fftftr 4 ftf fft 4 T ft, ^TTfeTT^ ftfft 
ftft ft fft 4 44 fftftftE ft 37T4R 47 377F7-3T^ 4174 4lfft4l 44 fft^TW 4 ftf fft 4 T 4E7 774)47 
ft I 477 7fE47 44) 47fft4)lft 44 4F 47447 ft fft ^ TJTTT^ft/fftftcTft ft 7744 ft 4744 47 fft 4 
ft fftft74 ftf fftft74 ftdd 4ftE ftrftf, ft 3777F4tftt Pi did ft ft 374fft^ ft# 47 cTT^ ftfeft ft I 
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r 'mn i—i ] 




51.1 j ararW ^ 

OTcia ^aNT? * ®3™^ ^ fiufttraS ^ ^> ^f!: •* t. 

t 3fR f^PfraSlRi #a^ ^ ^ 

fits ^ ^ ^ 

ft*, ^ ^ ^ 

r- ^ ^ ™. 

c^H'^ ^?RrkJR ^ I 

15.1.1.8 gc^ q)iiM«lk^t 

e3. 

^. 1 . 1.9 4 tcH 

_ ^ ta ™ t, f%** ^ 


sF. 


(3k^3k 

* 

fkk 

cte 

(3Tlt^3TT^ 

* 

(3TTt^3k ‘ 

1 

kr ^ 3TlvjfcH 
^xi^cHjPT fkfkW k. 

(^3cqT^?^ 

-M>t[ 7?^ (P^ifldcF^ 

*** 



2 

ci'SM, Si^^ V / 

%^3TPT kfk teT. 

f^ai^frtcPB k. (^ ^ 

1 ... 

*«* 



'fCpl'J^fl' 




•1484 GI/08—^ 
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Riic^-f 1^ 
^ f^, 3fFP 

fM ^ 

^ WT ■^srn 

f^. 3mf> T^ ;gi7T (^ if 

Rdlcic^) 

■^ffFTSFr ■■^Hc^ f^^fi|cfy ^ j 

f^. fvfM 4. ?lt^ 

'!-<fJ)d filch ch. 
f^. (^Idcb) 3ff7 A. qhjPT 

^ f^. (fMcT^ 

?TT%T t I 


**!|! 


^ 


*** 


*% + 


*** 


fupT^f 


* + * 


f^., ^ ( ^ I c^ch) 
^ItT^IPT ^^fpppT 

f^,, ^ 

1.1.10 %-WTun7 3Tg^-SJT cPf o[rg?i^ 




•TPT 


[Part i~Si:c. 


ncpiyicHclT 


PcpRRifcF 


Pl«(C^ 


1. H 

. f^l ' I H 'J 

f^. 

{^JPTRcf^ ^2TT ^7^ 

ch. 

f^. (#?M) ( fi^/ i dch) 

Vv \“ ^ V —-—-— _ 




,,w__ I I * JTtRh ’TR^ 

ppfra (3ntTB3n7) Pif^ 

(SITtipTSfR) i o/^ 

~*n ^ ^ ~ 


*** 


150- 

200 % 


f^^fl|ch cfT. 


A it i 


^ T7U7 c^ 

v:icMiqch/f5rzfr?rch 


77^ 


l!f iif * 


^■k-k 


1 3m. ;gl. - 45 67 ^ ^ ^ ^ 37NTPT^ 


50- 
200% 
150- 
200% 


r MTH 1—Tg^ 11 




27 


tJ.2 3R^ snftw 

65. vnfM ^ ^ ^ ^ R4r^ IIRt ^ cjtr ^ to t fto 

^ ^ toT#T ^3?TI^^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 1 tot f^^^ 

tot ^ ^ t 3ft^^'^ 2003-04 ^ *** 

*** 

^ to ^ tort ^ 3ik ^ ^ tort ^ ^ ^ t i ^ ^ ^ f 

f?fT toPT ^ 3to? ^ ^ 3TPM ^ 2003-04 ^ 57. ^ ^ to ^ 

0 5%^ 

™ tm 13fr^^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

tot ^ 

W toRT tot fto4 ^ toi 3R^ WT ^ ^ ^ toFP el'ii^n w t 

^ tom tom ^ ^ to ^ t mm m 

f% to ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ’tt ^ to w t I to 

3tot ^ ^ to t ^ ^ ^ ^ f fto ^ 

SRT 20,000 ^ to 5Tfto ^ tocT «T^ ^ ^ tot^ ^-TJ^. 

to t to tot toR ton 1,00,000 ¥r to ntor n?t otch m t 

^ ^ GTRM, ^^ton7ntf?t^^^tot3TcT ^ toto jn ^ 
sjtott t ^ 1007 . t 3 to annn n^ 5 mRn nR ^ t to tot to % 1 to 

^ tor ^ to Rnm w 

1toto ^ fto to ftofto ^n^n^nrnrto^n^nm^^iaR^ tor 
srj^q to t ^ ^ fto^n totsn ^ to ^ ^ ^ ^ i 

66 toto^totoRSMtoftotofto to-^ tot^toto^to 

ftorto. 

toc^nttt^to^l? 3nto ^ ^ niton ^ ^ to ^ton nn 51m p 

^ ^ 5M to ^ ^ 

cRg^: arf^ to to ^ntot t 1 

67 -7m: Tfe, ;jrim 7WT tttI » 5#tnj> Prfaa ^ 

6:r=t if 73% ?<! fi; ^ ^ WRf ^ ^ ^ t, 

f ft! Tjret % >frra 71% 17 Wraf %i7tt!iifu%t'ii7=’!i«5mtl siifto^ ti? jft 
t ft, ^ * ?=« fWraTt sra >1173 % ifi^ ftp* sren 

^ ton ^ n^n ^ ^ to^ ^ ' 

yl. to Pl«l'<“l 
^.1 to vtot ^?RT 
^.i.itocj^ totn cfe f^^TR 

68. toto ^r to ^ ^ ^ n? tor to t 

Titontt ^ ^ nrn^ to tot n^ to ^ ntor^tt ^ cRmr w m to ^ to 
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[PartI—Sfc. 1] 


^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t 3ik ^ ^ ^ 4 tT 

mwm 3ik 3Tf^ ^ T5mpn ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cF5^ ^ «rT?2I ^ qf^RFRWT c^ jI^gT ^2jj 5^ 

^t|M I ^ v3dW m ^ 3TT^ % ^ 

^IC'I ^ TTf^ ^ # 3ff? f^'jfra^ ^ clT^Pf^ cZJWR ^ cf^ iff ^ci^H ^ ^ t W ^ 


69. ^ ^ WrR ^ % 3T^£I-II % 3m^ ^ ^ WT 

STRIcft Cj^ ^ ^ ^en ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ c^ l cichX ^ TR ^3^ ^ ^ 

CT92NW ^ Wf^ m I 3?Tto^ ^ ^ ^ 3T^?T W ^ ^ ^ 

^ qj^Eft ^ ^TKT q?r qf^ 

^ ^ qTcRf%£ff P’HTcfcfq^ ^ f 3f^^ -g^ vj^MI qq ^fTcfT^Ic^ JT^FT q^ # g ^fl} 
TFm §Tto^ qr^ ^ 3T^ ^ ^ g gjgy f^ I I 

70. ^ W cFP qm qq t, g^ ^ 3^^ %2 # % 3TPTmT ^ ^ET ^ W 

^ ^ qMR fl^ amiR cr^ SFfig 2003-04 ^ 51 % ^ qq^ orqf^ ^ ^ 

89^^^,qqT t, Tiq^^qrt ^ f^^Ejtq ^Fqrq qq q|^ 5^^ g^ 13^ gjg ;gg^ ^ 
3qw\ FT 3ik ^qrq^t ftq^ qrf^ ^ qqr t, qrt qrl ^cbicbcf i 4 ^ I 

. ^ ^ 3TtqT% ^q^^ q^f, 

qm t ^feijrfr f^q?;^, qf^ g^irar^ ^ Ic^chd i cqk ^Ftfr qgr ^^, ^ ^ 

^ ft t, oimq^ ^^^^qT3fRf3ftqqq5^qw4^EJTq^|r3it?qt^ ^ EIT^ 

^ q^ ^ tr TRq t qSTT ^3^ qiqq%EJt ^ ^ ^ qrqwq qtfeq 

ttqq q^ qTFT qR% ^ q# q?T # I qrfEjqq^ ^ ^ 3Tf^ETt qq %q[ f I 

^ ^ ^3^ ^qjff^ ^ ^ qtqrqqr qq qg ^ Wm ^ ^ ^ fecW q?^ ^ 

^ Mie^M ^ q^ qrqr 3i^ qqrq CT9TT ^ w<t qq^ g^t fM^ ^ f^^frqq^ c^ 
Tfqrt^ FT^ cgqgR g^ oqg ^ ^'ii tmr t sfkq qrto^ ^ ^ qrq E^l ifr qqq 

^ 3T^ tlqr t qgr cTTf; qrqq^Ej^ ^ ^ qrq^ qrgg g^ qgf^/cgg^rqqq qtJ^c^t 
?y qicr qt ^ Egjq ^ q^ 3Ttf^ ?t^ t ^ qtg^ ^ 

qqftaq ^ qqrq ^ grf^ f, ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^fq?frRcT qrq^ q^ qm^ t sfTq f^rf^ g^ ^g gg arf ^^cjg^ g t ^ qrrq 

3Tqfg ^ ^tqpT q>Kc^l ^ggiq qqg^gT: qrncT q# t I 

j ^ ^ ^ ^ t % “ qrqrqqr ” gq grqqq^ q[qg%q 

C^ qrqrcTf^ ;gg^ ^ 1 $^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3 TT^FgcFft ^ gjflq) 

3ftqq q^ft^q 4 §Tf^ ^ q^ gr ggqr^ ^ g^ gqrggy gg 

^f5qqq ^ oif k grqqu^ ^ gj^ ^ gggy g^ t % fMqqr 

q^aq ^ qf^f^rf^ grpj ^ 3 ^ g^gf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

qterq 3ftq ^ ^ ^ g^ ^gr gq gg^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
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sraiR ^tei ^ afii’ft 3^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
WTT 3 T^rf^ ^ t I 


v^.1.2 ^ ^ 

«T.1.2.1 ^T^tJrT 3R^ 3l41'(i«S 

.73. arf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ IR to ta t ^ ^ 

OTW ^ 3iT^ 3to ^ 3TTm7^ ^ ^ ^ I^Tcn^ ^Tto?ft 

^ 7^ tor ^ ^ ^ in ^ ^ 

cto ^ ^ fit ^ ^ t I ^ntot 

TT^ ^ ^ ^ 3to in^ ^ 3Tti^ to ^ ^ ^ ^ 

20,000 ¥r to nfto ^ W ^ ^ ^ ^ 

to t 3 fk w^ toiR? 30,000 irfr to nfto c^t w t i to 

Ln to 13nto ^ 20,000 to ^ ^ ^ 

to ^ ^ \ ^ntor ^ 3Tto ^ 

T3n7^toT3n w ^ to fto toTT3tt to nNn ^ to ^ ^ s to ^ an to ^ 
to ^ to^ to to nfto^ 

to to ^ to to ^ ^ wn to ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ t to ^ ^ ^ to ^ to ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ enmiaft cnr^fto^^ttoto^^^^ ^3^/toto 

^ ^ c^ toR ^ to ^ ^ ^ ^ w t I 


vil.1.2.1 yR. im. 

74. ^ VJB. % ^awto/ftoto ^ ^ ^ fto ^ t 

to n? ^ fto t tonm 707r ^ ^3?wt srt itoir t ^ 

to% ^ to 7?^ to ^nr ^- 1 ^ ^ tor to t to ^ ^ ^ 

cMto 3to?T t ^ ^PT^ iTcfRTRin tom, to ftonn toerto tom 

gm^ mifT ^ 3Rm-3T^ w^ ^ lit^j ^ to to wm t l mtot ^ ^ ^ g 
TTf fto to t sn?Ri cm cf^ ^5^ ^ to w 11^ ^ ^ 

tot tow tosTT %g ^ 3to ^ to toto inr to c^cmR ctsjt ^ ^ 
.vtoto ^ ^i?t torn t, ^ wto 3T^ t ton ^ tow cnt to cn 
^ nifR 3n^to 3toRm im to t i ^ tot to 

t ftor «Tf% mtot ^^£rR?m^^^totf^^eTf!ttot^^ 

tot 5^ to ^ tomr t ^ toto T^ im to ^ ^ 

atoto t tor to 3 T^ ^ ^ ^ fin ato ^ ^ 

^ cpftf^ 41 O'! itot % 1 
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^.1.3 


[Pari I—Sfc. 1] 


^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 5^™ s f^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^cTT^ ^ 52% 

^ MrT^ ^ ^ arilcTT 15% ^ 3TWW t I wf?)^ -f ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ few ,rai 1 ^ ^ i, ^ * I ara^ H!(tl<sia 

^ ^ f^f^3ir cf^ 5Tf^ ^ cj5t ^ , 'I 3<K W 

SI'^l TFlfsSlI 31H'<l£ft cf^ EJIM ^ j- Jd^ f •gjf j.. A -,x ... /> , ._ > " 'TSrPT 


77. 


-JI^* * 3q* II # ^ 


N ^ ^Jcqr^ ^ ^ tTT 3TP7Tcft c^T qf^ ^ | 

78. ^ ^ T^fer ailijidi ifTWTcfi jiTfT^r cPT ^ yrfilBTnSt ^ ^ 

1% it t I ^ ?TcP ^Tlfer 3TT^ ^ 5^ ^ . OTf£W5t ^ 

'»T.1.3.1 ^’Tr^T??T<}> ITHTHT 

^.1.3.1.1 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ %, c^ ^TfTT 3lk 

^ %) : (^: cRiff^ tra wr ^ TTWr -fhi -J?3 

'Piiai ^ ^ OTHIRTT cp f^ ^TTcTST tJTTTTJ ^ ^) | 

^ JT ™!L2^^^'™»ft ¥a 

^ ^ ^ 5^ ^mncfl ® H™, ^ ^ ^ ^ 



[MPTi—13 


’TOT ^ 
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2003-04 51% % vTTTEf 3Tcrf?J tJ 87% yfra STcrf^ ^ 

3PJR ^ ^ ^ 3TRKTT ^ A 3!t^ ^ ^ Snwt ^ cTWT 8 ^ ft t I 

^rrf^cpi^ '^t zi^ MNi t" 'Jiixi 3Tcrf^ ^ 4l'<n ^ ^ ariijid 

^ fTJ 3TRirat cfTT ^ 2003-04 ^ 46% ^ ^ 3T^ A 87% ^ "'Tm t I 3T?T: 

3nf^r^ 7f? 1^r^ Rcbid^ f stt^m ^ '^im ^fM. ^ t 

3fk ^ ^f5I STTTOTt ^ ^TTTTO t | 7f? ift f^T^ Rcbld^^ f % “ITT^ ^ 

f)cT tift c|^ ^ TOT. ^ fTT 3TFJTcr ^ 2003-04 ^ 13% ^ ^ 3Tcrf?r ^ 

^kPT 19% ^7T3T t f^FT^ ^ cT2ZI ^ TOT TOTcTT t ^ ^ %eTT^ 

elM^ ?tR ^ 41 ”1 ^ fTT 3TTTOTT ^ TO3TR ^ TO’ ^ TO cf^ojii yTFT 

t I 



ar^, 03 ^ 
’Tr&, 04 

31^, 04 ^ 
05 

3T^, 05 ^ 

’Tr6, 06 

Sira arafir 

44t ^ anror (TOf^) 

667568 

1967415 

3894692 

5688596 

7j41«i<§ 

100 

295 

583 

852 

’^r 3TTTOT (tot^^) 

71548 

50584 

13994 

33849 


739116 

2017999 

3908686 

5722445 

EmgiiBiHBi.itiEa55i^^^M 

1457848 

2746412 

4421428 

6574614 

% Utot 

51% 

73% 

88% 

87% 

jd Hin (^nt<i^^'h) 

5349535 

14163944 

24059164 

30585298 

HT^I ^ 4)^ 'iil'^ldl <^\ 9f 

f^^RTT 

12.47% 

13.89% 

16.19% 

18.60% 


81. TTTfElTO^ 71^ ift 4te t Rt Fltm 4^ 3TfcfTOT ^ WT ^ 3TOTO ^fr 

2003-04 ^ 27%, TOcTO ^ ST^tR A 35% ^ TO t TO Rchldd # Rr 

TOTTTO ^ ^ 4R TOT. TOT. R.TOTOt ^ RtR ^ ft t ! 

tl^cj^ cj) % ^ TO^. TOT. ^ OTTOT 



3T^. 03 ^ 
’TT^, 04 

ai^, 04 
^ Hit, 05 

3T^, 05 ^ 

06 

'jii'd aiciRj 

^Td TOT. TOT. ^ _ aTORT 

667568 

1967415 

3894692 

5688596 


2428724 

6928439 

12663766 

16362978 

% fl«n 

27.48% 

28.40% 

30.75% 

34.77% 


82. TOT % TO^T ^ toRtoT^ TO 4lC t R> 4?ft R 3TTTOT 4 ’T 4 jcjc 1 TOT3T TOT 
3TRf ^ 3TTTOT, ^ TOT STR TOITTO ^ fTOTT A ^ ft t 3fT7 TO RMf 
RTOcR |T Rt 4 TOTT TOT TOTOZ cR 4 100 R sTTOf^ 3 TcTR ^ ^tTO 

TO TOTR rf 572 (^TJ^Rlg) R Tjf f ^ % RnRlR^d dlRchl R 7TO tl TOTTO t ; - 
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2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

'jffq SiqfEl 

$01 Jff'l ( q^cHJ^l**!) 

^49535 

rT4163944 

24059164 

30585298 

'(j^lol.g 

100 

265 

450 

572 


iTcj- 



31^, 03 ^ 
qr&, 04 

3T^, 04 ^ 

05 

31^, 05 ^ 
ETlt, 06 

^ 3mf& 

5lHdi ('i'HtE^lin) 

6287727 

12969142 

^382160 

22286960 

^3c^n;^ 

2428724 

6928439 

12663766 

16362978 

ewtTT gqijVr % 

39% 

53% 

62% 

73% 


83. cTTf^ ^ ttxt ^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ 3^ ^ 

^ 3f^ ^ ^ aPEm ^ ^ t I ^ CRI 

wfm ^ 2003-04 A 39% ^ ^ i\ 73% ^ T^n f | ^ 

f?r^ ^ ^ ^ er^ ^3^ ITT^ 3f^7 fSH t I ^ 

^ ^ cj^ ^ ^ ^ 4 3TM ^ ^ 3 TmW 

t I ?Tsn ^ ^ TT^qf^ ^ ^ t f^ ^ 

A T^ f^f^rfroT w ^TSTTf^ t sfk 3E^ ^ ^ c}^ cb | j|q [ ^ c^T ^ t I 

3RT: mfeTcf^I^ ^ ^ 3 ^ ^ mr fn 3Tm c^ 3 r 5 %Eff ^ cpT^ f 

^ 3TTETR Tf TTSTHT 4I4dl 3ftT vic^iqq gcTTT ^ tpiKcbl ^ ^ 151 ^ ^ 3 ^fHT 

^^f^^3Tqf^^^5TW3ik ^ 

vir^O t\ TfcfKiT I 


5fTto^ ^ -q^ ^ ^ 3T^g 472%, ^ 

^ ^ 4iq^q ^ 3j^ ^ ^ WfOT 27%. t | 


vje^Vl c^ cTEHR f|f^ ^ Tj ficjtf i H 



3T^, 03 ^ irr6, 04 

3T^, 04 ^ Tiri, 

05 

3T^, 05 ^ ITT^I, 06 

^ 3rErf?> 

HMl (q'«4^l'M) 

5349535 

14163944 

24059164 

30585298 

q^cj^ vjdlq c^ fiaa 

* + * 

*♦* 

* * * 

♦ ** 

vfeil^i a>i ^t^jTR 
% 

-n-ft --- 

*5*!* 

+ ** 

*** 

*** 

f*\ »1~V II — /- _ _ _ _ \ 

100 

282 

535 

610 

I4ail (dia ^.) 

+ ♦* 

*** 


+ * ♦ 





[qiiTi—■a^i] 




Rl'jiqi 3n^ ^ I 



^ <iit> ipi # PIW snt ^ I jtor ^ 2003-04 ^ ’®iri^r 5 .xrftr^ 

^ 3Tfgr^ t I sn^TR ^ ^ 100 ^ ^ ^ ^TT?^ Tim rlcRTT 

smiR ^ 2003-04 ^ 100 ^ 3T^ ^ 75 ^ ^ 

^nfWt ^ 

;ftto t TRjf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 



86 ynl^RR^ ^ 7T?^ ^ 3fR ^ R^. ^ irTT^i 

aOTi wfta 3ta tel fta5t !nf$t * TTO as; a?wa asM a tW3 ^ ^ ^ 

1 ^* ftia Ilia -jaa iSl ^ 5f«^ ^ "P ^ ^ 


1484 GI/08—5 




^ ^ c^ gW ^ ^ ^ ft t I §^ ^ 


n*^I^K9d aif^chi ^ ^:qT^ ^ . 



c^Tiro^cn, ^ 3?R 3jk ^TcR^ J^nf 


8a RT^ ^ ^ TiW: ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ g ^ R^-if^Rgg ^ ^ ^ _. _ 

r ^/gilj> t^ - m:o.,^x I 2003-04 2004-05 _ 2005-06 F ^ 3raf§ 


^ll’^ (^./^'H‘t^'^^) 
'T?% Hni/gif^ 


1 7.33% I -2.67% rr 


8.39% 








89 ^ ^ t ft ^^ ^ 

^ « ai^ it-rfra lan fsn t fiivg fs «ia ^ ^ ' 



2003-04 

2004-05 

—--- 

2005-06 

xsira arafif 

6928439 

12663766 

16362978 


2428724 I 

cB^nartt 


*+♦ 


^ ^ ^ 



+ ** 




90 Rnf^ f^ ?Tlf^ ^ 3T^ 3TmN ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

TScqr^ ^^ ?f^ ft t I 3T^: ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ff' 


^toPTR Tpi HvJHj,’^ 


-^-- 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

vj)i4 3t3f?l 


♦ * t 

♦ ♦ + 

Iff** 


3)^ (cTra ^.) 

*** 

** + 

**♦ 


iTJT^/gj^rartl (^.) 

*♦ + 

**♦ 

ate 4c 4c 

* + * 


91 mfiW« =te ^ # ft-trf^ ^ ^ 

fWi # ft ’rfftJ i3i<ira^ sra fci HFra^lft 

fitwift !K fen’rai t iRitft ^ OT® * ^ ttf^'t^^ ^ ^ 

04 ^ 67r, ^ ^ ^ t I 


x^re^ jiiPSh <^l ^rrai 

92 nito« =te ai^ t ft fti ^ nrnn nifen nin^t afen t afk’t? 

tiB arafen insn ftSR ^ nfei, ii 5^1 izra?R «'fiw m nin t ft #n ^ 

yfT^ ^ 3lt7tl^^5^ ^ ^ Mt I 

f% 


93 5nfeni«=teni^tft^’J«^'«5^^*^^^*5r^ 

^ * TO it Pi^ ant t ^ fti ^ fft '>’■» ^J' ^ !X 
ifraxn^xTfe. 
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2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

'iilri*! tcicj> (l^xici^^H) 

*♦% 

100 


*** 

Siltld 'tcV«J) 

+♦* 

A /O 

452 
** + 

'<i'il<i<fi 

100 

245 

471 








^ 5:521% c^ flmm 

i^«wrai 


95.1 


- ". r ^5r. ^**z-L“^L?»:rir: * 
Slit if;rz,l r • 

-1^ M^ rt - r^ - 




"• ^ fWragJ sra ^ ^ ^ 

^ 3raf% ^ '^\c^ “' -sr^ 

fM Tp f^TfRT Jffe^ 

"^T. 3?1M^ ‘ * * cr% 
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95.3 W ^ ^ ^ ^ R4 l dchl % ^ it W^tcT ^ 7T? W rTHT ^ 

C^ 5RT W ^3tfFT ^ ^Tc#3 fcbdl ^ ^ t" I ^i?iH Rl^! “ dl$c^H 

f^ ” cf>r M4 l ^ci T^ ^ W t 1 3Tf«I«HT?T ^ i^^RTt t I 


95.4 Mli^cbl^ ^ 1^ 3TFITcft c^ ^ ^ c^FRT 'd'iddiajt 

^ ^ ^ I qf^lPT RhI^'^HR #- 

i. arr^T ^ ^ * ‘ * 

ii. -ITK^ vicM I d ^ 4^ 31?^^ cIFT?T * * * 

iii. v3dTT^ ^ ^ eTFKT **‘ 

95.5 cFR^ 11% ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cTT^ ^ t ^ TtEI^ ^ 

^ ; 3di i di 3jk "ft SR^ar^'. wm ^ ^ ^ \ ^ wfiR 

c^ -dH i R t ^craVr ^ ^ ^cq^ ttnr I 3TPt aft? 

^ 3 ?fm ^ q? aim aft? qqiF ^ f^ q? ?rf^ ^wrq q%qT i i?f4j ar^ ^ 
^?itq ?ra^ ^ ^ aft? ft# ^ qc^ar^: ?Ttftq ^nq q ^ ^ 

#qd q? ^5cqT^ #ft#q5?t#feTq4TKf^tdtqF?q^^^tf#qt^ 
ft# w Tf antr# I ft# qrqr t qq^f ^ arcqmft t enq3R?TT q? ^ Tm^ q4^ 
ft# ^qqftq qrar q? ^q^ ^qq q? qR ^wn i ??t qq?? Rg^ca n gf^ ^ 

^?trq ^ t tmr ftmt 33 ?t# ft# aft? qftwRq^ q^qnqq q argm ^3q#q q? q# 

^q^qq ^ I i?T# arcqqr, ^ ^ 

qqrq q%qT ! arq: f?T nq # ?q^ Tfqrqqr t ft) qrsqttt ?jcq) ?rqqq ft?? wt # f^ift t 

qt^q?frq # a# Mt l 

95.6 qrta^ 4rq qRt f f# agnftq qtqqf q? qT?q # ft4fq q^t q# qf^ ft4iq# 
# aR[?n? aqqrqf ^ qtftq anqst ftf^Fq anq?^ arsfiq i^f?^ qt ###3nt ^ 
t qqftrq anqrqf # qrqr # qwq qiqr # ?qT t arftq^ t 1 arq: qiftqs# q? ft^ ftqqeft 
f ft 7 arrrftq anqrqt # t qmftq^ ?w ^ ft^ qqr arft ft?^ qqrqqrqq qft^q t 
qT?tftq> t qqfft) qrftq anqjqt # qT?q t qm ^ q?T q?T #qq q? arrt # qqrqqr t f^ 
qtqq q? anrfer amirq an ?t t aft? ?#ftTq qqrftq arrarq! # ?fq^ t aift ftq^ ^ 
q?itq # it arft q? anq^crq qRt # ftr? i^q? -aRtci ^Rqr t i 


?T. zBi'^micHcb ?fqq 

96 . qrftqq^t qfq q^t f f# #q # qqriq# # qjq qqrrqq arqqrq #q ^ 4t^ qtq jt 
qqr^ 3 Tf^ f l qf^ 3 Rq t# # 1^ ft^RTf # qwqT # ^nq ^ 4t^ awqT^ q^ qtq 
^ qq# a#q^ f I q?^) qftq# ft4rqq^ ^ ? 2 qftq arqqr ^ q?# qqr qqjrqiRq qR ?t 
f 1 ^ qqq? q? ?q^ ^ ^^qqi t f^ #q # qqqq# # qrq ftqRrtfq vjcMi ti # p n? qqq 
?w ^ ftqqn ^ q4qq qqrrqq aqrqrq t i arq; qrqr # t qcRiq qrqqttf^^ 
qqqq ft?? qrrt # f^ift t aqqrq qm t q4nq ^ ^ # qqrqqr t i qi^ qq^ 
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^ ^ FFftlchl'51 *frS ^ c}^ otliqcjr ^ ^ cj^Hdl ^ 

^ # I ^ cTcp ^ 3Icf5R % cjit fls^ cfilHcil ^ MiflRI 3TfR ^ ^ 

f I 3Tc=rM, ^ R4 m ^ t STHTTcft ^ ^IitiRT ^ 

3fk 35^ ^ #rtT ^ cf^r^t 3^13 ^ I 3rt: trf^:^?5t 

^ccp vTi% ^ qrfer mm^ ^ I THfn?T ciW 

3ft? ^ ^ vJcMIcjcpl ^ tn?T ?^iT ^ Rhcm M-f/lkl ^TWTstf ^ ^ 

^F5T?DT ^ ?W ^ 33IT?TT t sTTun? A mfel 33FIRTt 4 »3T^ ^ ^ 3j3T3Tfft I ^ 

cIl'H^c^cil ^ t\ t?cR T# t sft? fTT^ SIcTTcrT elFM SfjqRT 

^3tWI ^ 53 ^ MTRT A 3Tf^tcf3 t l?Tf^ W ?W ^ f fAi ^I^ 13 ? 

»3r^ f^lf% \3AIH RrT^ TI^ 33ltR RxjWIEjfJT WTR ^ WTT^ 

3^ TTWf^RT 5IrIiaT c3FRT cf3?^ Tf ■jft ^ 33 ^ 3 ^ ^[ryj | cR^: TFITO 

fer 3jTT^ Cj^ f^Srf^ A SIHimt Cl^ Tl|n TRI^RT 33cqR ^ 33?WT 3 ft? M ^ .?Rf^ 

3Ic3TeT cIMId ^ CRT eVt) I 3Tf^ ■q^ ^eil'l 3<|i|ldt ^ cj^Hd ^ ^W? ctitHdl ?? 
cf3??TT t cTT ^ '<-Hcc ^ 33TTcTr 't \d£jVl TTtf^ vicMR ^ 'drMIcJd sfl? f^sl^ ^ 3g;ft 

5RT5T cTl'ld c^ cRJcI ^ ^ Ml?'ll I 3RT: Tiid'fltft ?RTRT 35nR cl^ 

^I^ 3J€IHt cf^ 3lPl<T|ijci: Srf^ ^lT?t I 

97, viH^cmiy^dK TTlfEtcRr^ tTT^ t fcR RTed^^Jt TTRIkl 33nR ^ qr^ 3ft?/^ 
arf^ 3 jtt^ ?Mf I 

3lfrl*i cjiirj hRo||+1 


98. RdcJcS Rfeff ^STTT Tpr ^ qf TJrHT 3fk Tn;[ 3T^qt sft? Rd<^cg qifM 

^ TT^jft ^ ^tRct qj 3qqqj qif^qq qrtq qRu|i 4 | Tyrr 33^^33 qr^fcR^ ^ ?TrT§T 

3 JR 0 RJ qsqi ^ EJTR A ?7I^ §3^ dSR qddld f^T^T ^ 'dq^chT R^eEqui sft? 38^ 3Tq ^ 

3511^ ?F^ qr \33icR ^'ixyi^fd ^ cj^ TfRT^ 3^3 38qN 3y^ mftRmft f%^ f^ ch ] ^ f % ; 

i- ^ ^ qicid f3TT t I 3^ q^ q^fpry ^ ayry^ 3T5%qf A T<f | cbK 

qqi f I RRRcl 3 ft? qRd plcy'^llcld TRT^ cy?^3yt c^ q^Hd1 ^ c8iq^ 3Tf£)cq f 3 ft? ^q3^ 

q?tm qff arf^ q^ -g^ f I 

ii. cftd 33Tq. Tyoy 3Tf^cw^| Rq^ld 33q cp.MyP|<y| ^ f^yyr tjtt ^ yy^ q|Rd q^Hdl 3?? iTT?cT 

^ qqcg q?^ q^ ftq^ q^ qyqff f | q^ ^ 3181 Rd f^^frq f qaqf^ ir q^ 3jerTq C^ 
q^ qq qqquT f | 3Td: q^el ^ cTpij ?]qq3 q?t qqifkt 3y? f^qj? qqy^ gq gq qyq qqqy 
TTqrqqr t % Tiq^q qqg qr^ qr^ t[ mRq q^Hdi q? qyqq A STTTpft I 

iii. ^qfyqyq qiqq qqyiq ^ ^ ^ 3qq, Tyuy ^ qyf^ q^ qq qyqf^ 

qrqr? TR^ q?g C^ qiyq q?r 3;TqTqqT t I fTT 3 Rq? ^ qyq q^ gfe q^ q^ qf t % 3yyqq 
q^t qwl q?qT ^ feiq ^qqr q^ Tf?fq qq ^ cTT'j TTjqi srqrq^qq) § I 



[MPTi—1] 




39 


iv. efPJ 'cjq'RTt ^ vidl^ ^ ^cRH A 9^1^ Srf^ ^ ^ t I i\ 

^ ^ ^ t ^ cpi w ^ 

c^ Tt m 33^ ^ 5^f^ RRM ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 1 Rq^d vSTd^ aTRcTTaft ^ 9lR.d <^lHdl 97 'HRcf 3Tf% 9^ 9«i<H 

'd>ll99T ^ 1 

99. ?7F 3Tr?ni ^ Ri^li( ef^ ^ 'ieil'l ^ f^Tf^ ^ ^ 3ff7 ^c<3j 

' ' W\M 9|?t f^rf^ Tt ^ mH. fFT. ^ STTWt ^ 9T^ 3ft7 «Tf^ W^ ^ 

^7?c}?r tpRrff% ^ ^ TmTcRl t I ^ 

-^Jtrra ^ 3TT9?^ t I cTStrf^, ^ 9T^ ^ 9ddM W7 3ff7 

33^ cf^t ft ^ htpt ^ 7?g^ cTPx ^ wtrf^rcT ^ ^ 1 

3R: yrta^ TOf t?f! ^ ^ ^ ^ STRRt 97 9TCT/5rf^ Rf^, ^ ^ ^ ^ 

mdd'^^ OTcT?^ 7R?T^ f 3ft7 vi'dRl Ri9)lfel t 1 

100. dtj^'<HK, 5nfEjcf>r^ W %17R?1 t % TTWif ^ ^ 9% ^ ^ 7RI? 

9^ ^ 3TT9rat 97 f^Hl^fed dlfcl9>l f^lRd ■RfT99Tc99’ 9icd^tff 719191 9IT9 I 9? 
f^lt> | Rl^ | c^ 9tT^ t ^c95 Rnf^f^d dlf^ f^ 99 f?r97^ ^ 31^917 9Kffr9 7599 ^ 
ijf9 9^ ^ clT’J 799 I 


s. Tjctij cnfcran 


9?. 

9. 

?ft^/ 99 

f^^UT 


(jq'W 
mi t:?i 

f^lqra 
w ^:?i 


f^^fidgi 

?Rq- qfl 

(’Tl. 'S.J 

5;q>i^ 1 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

- r - 

1 


3d?i99=n 
^ 6 99 7 

■^f ■q^wfifra 

qTf¥f#1 ci5«] 


wTT, 

TTtn. 


q^FTTR 

STKjf^ cbK't-'iH 

ilfcjl 'jl'l'lct 

tfSq, -^gt 


cm 

jftcT? 


rfrowq q5_ ta. 



g^t 

“SI 

wH. 


S?ii-i ^^rqgq 

arrafpT'i a)-!<‘«n 
it. f^. 

'4^^^Lh\ w. fi. 

1 ^ Mf^rT ^T. 

8 It PlJfid* ^ 
aiciRfi .M-;i g5i? 

155 

wm 

y 


g^ 


wT*?. 

tiR. 

Tm. 

ErqSTFI 4Hi|>9 
cP, fci. 

igift 

qj. 

fcT. 



T 



1^1 


■ 


XjqjvTSl. 99 I 


H 

5. 




xrt'i. 

TM. 

1 

F^STrq giwq 
f^?5^t^rgi tfT. f^. 

4), 9. 

3 4 clit 

9. 8 ^ 

3^dNI 3P^ 

155 

gq 

1 #cr? 
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ini *=5 wm * OTWt * teire ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

* WTO ^ sit^ ’i>TO aw 

Tt ^ ^ I 

am. ■ni’^, •ait^^ 

MINVSTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 

(Department of Commerce) 

(D,REC«.RATE GENERAL OFANTI-DUMPINOANDALUEDDUTIES) 

NOriFICATlON 

New Delhi, the 2l St April, 2008 

. .. rTst—ZLl. I»POO ». Y,.Or,..P™»-« Xlle, 

..^.r^OA-DGAD-Ha™^ 

Tarifr<l(ienlfficaUon,Asaesamentan<iCona« 

|l,v Rales. IW5 (hereinafter refened lo as rules 


\ Background of t he case 

And whereas, on .he basis of a duly suhslan.ia^d 

in terms of section 9A (5) refewed to as authority) initiated sunset 

another five years,, the Designated Author y ( examine whether the expiry of the 

review investigation in the above satd were carried 

duty would lead to continuation 2006 to 31 “ December 2006. However 

of investigation. 

3. in the onginal inwstigaticn the FM SiTO7R.'uS$ 0.74 

B. procedure 


4 . in these proceedings, die procedure described below has been followed: 

i) 


ii) 


information in accordance with the Rules, 


1484 GI/08—€ 



X) 


xi) 


xii) 


xiii) 


iii) 

iv) 
V) 

Vi) 

vii) 


ix) 


- imn-SFr 1 

initiation of investSion T informed about the 

advise the expo^ers^S^^ I Sf™ J m f 

Within the prescribed time ^ ^ respond to the questionnaire 

Request was made to thrOirectnr^rr i ^ 

Statistics (DGCI&S) to arrange details oHmlrt Intelligence and 

t|^ years, and the period of investigations- ^ ° 

jjrr™ "ca. a, a„d 

Responses were received from following pmducers / exporters. 

°-P »" behalf of the 

« H & R Jhonson (India) Ltd. 

City Tiles Ltd. 

Restile Ceramics Ltd. 

Antique Granito Ltd. 

Asian Granito India Ltd. 

Deco Light Ceramic Ltd. 

Oracle Granito Ltd. 

Gokul Ceramics Pvt. Ltd. 

Regent Granito (India) Ltd. 


a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

g- 

h. 

i. 


-o -be 

xiTtits gS,r:Jd““‘ 

-banthedumplng margin would besute:rrr“^^^^ 

The Authority held a public hearing on 23 10 7007 r. h 

interested parties orally, which Ls attend K ^ 

industry as well as those of resnonHi ^ representatives of the domestic 

•he public hearing wem ,^S”o =>-P'>"ars. The parties 

orally. The 'vntten^ubmissS of views expressed 

by Designated Authority in this discloswer*” interested parties have been considered 

:f “::':ir-o- 

inspection, upon request. ” ^ various interested parties for 

notification ^d'^subtq'L’tTTheTubhc'lir"^ “ '° '"““‘' 0 " 

paragraphs to the extennheseU relevtm 

case. The arguments raised by the interested i ® 

ny me interested parties have been examined, considered 






md, wherever P®"*”'*®- Comments made by vmous 

interested parties at the post disclosure stage have been taken into account and ha 
been dealt at appropriate places in these findings. 


xiv) 


*♦* in this notification represents infonnation furnished by an inter^ted party on 
confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the AD Rules. 


B.l General 

4 ,1. It has been alleged by some interested parties that the Authority had already made up its 
mind before issuance of disclosure statement. 

J I 1 The numose of the disclosure statement is to disclose to all interested iMrti« the 

been taken into account in the present findings. _ 

4 - A number of interested parties have disputed the claims made ^ 
regard to confidentiality of information. Some interested parties have demanded disclosure 

information relating to constructed norma! value. 

o„‘a confidelfill Cst oonfitnt^n&''S^'A»^^^ “ “ ^ 

specific authorization of the party providing such information. 

4 2 2 Rule 7(2) states that the Authority ••may" require the panics 

statement of reasons as to why summarization is not possible. 

the information. 

4.2,4. 1,1 Ihe ligh, of the above, ihe Aulhori.y has examined 

:i!rCKemegofies of information. 

namely: 

a. Information which is by nature confidential; and 

b. Information which is provided on a confidential basis. , 


If (a) tafori:“c,:furt “ “ 
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competitor: or (b) information, disclosure of which' would Irwr . ■ 

■•upon <0 “ret'f II'" 

examined the confidentialitv claims in diis c'ise Tlr- ^ ^• 1 lie Authoritv lias 

intomiation such as cosis/prices. customer's ih . ^'^'il'^lenlialiiy on 

annual reports, etc. and all information incidenfiUher-m siiarcliolding pattern, 

same is not publicly disclosed by the interested party '‘"'suiting there Ironi, wherever the 


C 


investigation. ’ ^ ^ the product covered in the original 

unpolished fmish ^ 

(commonly known as Vitrified Tiles/Porcelain tiles" rhp ' ^’^^orption 

Vitnfied/Porcelain tiles are Glazed and unslazed tiles ^ 

floors as well as on walls. These tiles are used in buiin” primarily for coverings for 

airports, swimming pools, railway stations etc. cinema halls, 

69.07. Ho“:run““,:o f I" hoading 

Nicies of pon:elail add?E g, 

heading 69.14 with various descriptions like GP tL p ""Parted under Chapter 

Porcelain Vitrified Tiles etc It has fnrthe k t^es Porcelain Tiles, Gres Porcelenato Tiles 
tapomd under Chap.e^«dtag 69 H bl'ng 

Heading 69.07 in terms Of properties use fimr^n i ^ unglazed tiles of Chapter 

Anther submitted that Glazed Porcelain Tiles arp"^’ channels etc. Petitioners have 

Heading 69.14 by many imporrrThesfnr^^^ e^neously being classified under Chapter 
Heading 69.08 as Glazed Tiles. Therefore netftioners ^ classifiable under Chapter 

conducted against the product under consideration i ^''^/^^uested that the investigations be 
they are being imported. Customs classifications ar^XaT^ classification under which 
on the scope of the present investigation. ^ binding 

exported ftonr .he subjee. counu, is lihe ar,ic,7ar7r ^Td, of7rEptgTu7'^^'“"^ 


D. POMESTfr INOtfSTPy 


M's. H & R (InSa)7t7lWS Muradeir 1°" investigalion was filed by 

behalf of tf.e domes,icSndusn; ',7L p7en sZse7“''' 7 Ltaded on 

, y m present sunset review the information/data has been 



nrovided by nine manufacturers i.e. H & R Jhonson (India) Ltd., City Tiles Ltd, Resti e 
Ceramics Ltd Antique Granite Ltd., Asian Granite India Ltd., Deco Light Ceramic Ltd^, Orac e 
Granite Ltd., Gokul Ceramics Pvt. Ltd. and Regent Granite (India) Ltd. 
taken together account for the production of a major proportion of the subject goods in India 
therefore constitute Domestic Industry for the purpose of present investigation. 

9 1 A number of interested parties have reiterated in their post disclosure 
the applicant companies did not constitute domestic industry, nor the petition satislied sta t 
req JeS It has also been argued that the injury to the domestic industry has not be n 
determined in respect of “all Indian Producers" It has been claimed that 
participating companies does not constitute a major proportion in Indian P>-«duetion. It ha. 
areued that tliere are about 21 producers in the organized sector commanding 55/o of total 
productii and remaining production is accounted for by producers in the unorganized sector. 
Only 9 companies in the organized sector have cooperated with the Authoiity. 

9 2 The Authority notes that sunset review investigations are initiated under Section 9A (5) 
Ld Rule 23Tqu"rements for initiation of sunset review and fresh investigations are d.flerent 
^au^rement SSg, as prescribed under Rule 5 of the Rules .ire not mandatory in case ol 
sunset review On the contrary', the Hon-ble High Court has held that it is the duty of Dcsig^ 
AXrto carrv' out sunset review. Such being the case, the Authority does no tmd any merit 
in the ai-guments that the standing requirements were not met at the stage of initiatK n. 

9 3 With regard to scope of the domestic industry, the Authority has found that the 
production of tht participating companies constitutes “a major proportion ’ m 

not been nrovided by these other domestic producers. Authority considered nhcte unj olhe 

cost audit records The information on record does not suggest th.U the putormance < i t 
doldk pSucers no. included in the iuiury analysis could he dilTeren, 
ofte companies considered as “domestic industry”. Under the circumstances, the Amhonly his 
concluded that the performance of the defined “domestic industry is rcprcscnla ivc o 
“domestic industry' as a whole’. 


E. 


INITIATION OF THE REVIEW A ND ARGUMENTS RAISED 


E.I. Views of Applicant Dom estic Industry 


10 Domestic industry has submitted that despite anti-dumping duty on Vitrified / Porcelain 
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behaviors of 'i*'* i* "o change in pricing 

'he J D™pi„“”for dte“„‘o?ir t »f 

an objective examination of volume of dumneH^*^ l»en pleaded that it shall involve 

prices as well as the dlesUrStcers T ““1“<>">«'« 

authority to note that the situation has imnmv Vf^'"'“''c Industiy wants the 
dumping duties thus substantiating the fac^ that an'ri'd*'’^ angle aft^ the imposition of anti 
there has been a positive taract o„ the m m and 

desired extent. in^2 0 /^ 000 ^ "o* "> 'here to the 

share of the subjLc^«es!n““m/^^^^^^^^ f™"'- 'he market 

in the base year i.e. 2003-04 to 8» during^™ ^ 0 '’T from 51% 

value of product under consideration from fhe s k' farther been claimed that the landed 

.he domestic industries ou^tmC" onfhe TT 

realization of the domestic industries It has fi rrh k= 0 ® of subject goods and the net sales 
are new playera in th^l^X X" 'e ^e dam forti"nf 'ho Pe.Woners 

proper comparison of the domestic industrv a v h i • s not being available, a 

conclusion. Both productivity oer emnlnvtap i ° ^ feasible and will lead to erroneous 
increased. Further profitability as w^n ^ ^ employment and wages are claimed to have 

improved J doSf flow is stated to have 

profitability front it has been claimed that the^dn^'^^ f recover the losses. On the 

desirable selling price in spite of anti dumping dufies being TpLe.' 

Views of the other interested parties 

.‘heirrcs“; ihSlT^roml^'f ’ ' “"-"ors submined 

RAK C«amic u!^j^ Cn JorNr"* Khaleej Ceramics PSC, Dubai , 

companies), Foshan Chancheng jfnyi Ceramics Co""!' °i™h'’ F”' ^'milcd (and its related 
Limited and Able Ace Malaysia GnanaHfh n Joyson Ceramic Material Co. 

Ceramic Co. Ltd Foshan Chanchenp Of ongpeng Ceramic Co. Limited and Winto 

and Prestige Gen;ra“t Du^ ZerH^vZ wT''^ ?' 

(Producer), Foshan Lungo Ceramics Cn I H rh’ Wanfeng Ceramics Co. Ltd. China 

FZE, UAE(Exporter in UAFt and n- vChina) and Enerprise Trading 
Co, Ltd. (prfduZ n ChiZZd Sanitary Ware! 

(ExporterTn ChZTuSted“seZ,feZtS^^^^ 

of exporter's and market economy questionnaire uhprp ^ ^ response in the form 

were raised at this stage. ’ required, no other specific issues 

E-3. Examination by the Aiithnrifv 

inhiguh;i;trLl"Zi"nonl:' -h^ ^“'hcmy hows that there is no 

having received duly substantiated petitio!, ZZhTlTmZZndusny "ameT'™''’ f" 
initiated within the Rules prescribed and Authority. ^ coirectly been 
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the injury to the domestic industry as also threat of recurrence of dumping and injury to the 
domestic industry. 

F* Submissions made post - Public Hearing. 

F*l* Views of Applicant Domestic Industry 

Subsequent to the conclusion of public hearing, domestic industry has made 
following further submissions applicable as a whole to more or less all the responding 
exporters/producers 

i. Meaningful summary of the response to the manufacturers questionnaire, as 
provided under the Indian law have not been filed and questionnaire responses have been 
filed after the expiry of prescribed forty days from the date of notification. 

ii. Pricing behaviour of the exporters is likely to be manipulated in view of the 
expected sunset review 

iii. Rule 5 of Anti Dumping rules regarding concept of collective outputs of more 
than 50% does not apply in a sunset review. 

iv. Improvement of various injury factors, per se, is not directly relevant in a sunset 
review. 

V. Authority should examine likely behaviour of exporters/producers in case the 
duties are allowed to lapse. 

vi. Subject countries have been found to be dumping subject goods during POI and 
dumping margins have been very significant during POI as also prior to POI. 

vii. The subject exporters have been dumping the subject goods to other countries 
like Pakistan and authorities over there have determined significant dumping margins from 
subject countries. 

viii. Anti dumping duties in force in other jurisdictions is likely to lead to a large scale 
diversion of subject goods to India. 

ix. Information regarding capacities/demand/sales projections and likely prices in 
other markets have not been provided 

X. Philippines Government has imposed safeguard duty and Korea RP has imposed 
anti dumping duty on more or less the same exporters. 

xi. Exporters/producers have been supplying different information in different 
proceedings before authority in India and various other jurisdictions 


xii. Exporters/producers have suppressed facts about related parties in their response. 

xiii. Huge surplus capacities available in subject countries are likely to be diverted to 
India. 
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xiv. China is a non-market economy country and has been treated as such in the 
original investigations. The authority cannot grant any individual normal value in view of 
the interpretation resorted to by the authority in Reliance Industries case. 

XV. On the issue of cumulative imports from China & UAE not being appropriate as 
the imports from UAE are less than 3% it has been contended that in the case of review 
Rule 11 has been applied only “mutatis mutandis” in terms of Rule 23 (3) of Anti 
Dumping Rules. It has been pleaded that while carrying out a likelihood test, neither the 
existence of dumping or injury during the review period is mandated as provisions relating 
to de minimus do not apply to review cases. It has further been stated that if the injury 
during the original investigation had been done on a cumulative basis, it is a sufficient 
reason to do the same in a review investigation as well. It has been contended that in any 
case actual dumping and injury during the period of review is of little consequence in a 
sunset review as the test is for future period only. On the issue of price effect it has been 
argued that paragraph (iv) of Annexure II of the Rules clearly lays down that the authority 
is required to evaluate the effect of dumped imports as a factor affecting the prices of the 
domestic industries. 

xvi. The DI has pleaded that the present sunset review under Section 9 A(5) of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975 has been supported by domestic producers accounting for more 
than 70% of the domestic production. They have claimed that, nevertheless. Rule 5 of 
the Anti-dumping Rules is not applicable to the sunset review and hence the concept of 
collective output more than 50% does not apply. 

xvii. They have pleaded that the concept of injury in the original investigation and the 
sunset review investigation are different and distinct. While in the original investigation, 
the injury is required to be established before imposition of Anti-dumping duties, in a 
sunset review investigation, since the anti-dumping duties are already in existence, the 
‘likely’ continuance or recurrence of injury has to be ascertained and the injury analysis 
has to focus on the future likely situation of the domestic industry if duties are allowed to 
expire. 

xviii. With respect to dumping, they have submitted that all the subject countries have 
been found to be dumping the subject goods during the period of investigation and the 
dumping margins have been very significant. Their plea is that apart from significant 
dumping margin from all the subject countries, the dumping has not ceased to exist despite 
the Anti-dumping duties being in force. According to them, the exporters from the subject 
countries have also indulged in the dumping during the years prior to POl. These facts, 
according to DI establish beyond an iota of doubt that there is no change in the pricing 
behaviour of the exporters and they will continue to export at dumped prices once the 
duties are removed and the impact of the dumping would be much more serious and the 
domestic industry would be certainly injured. 

xix. According to DI it is also important to note that the subject countries are dumping 
the subject goods not only in India but also in other countries such as Pakistan etc. and the 
Authorities in the said countries are stated to have determined the significant dumping 
margin from the subject countries suggesting a probability of continuance and recurrence 
of dumping once the duties are withdrawn. According to them, since exporter/producers 
from the subject Countries are currently faced with Anti-dumping Duties in other 
jurisdictions and that their export markets have been curtailed in such other countries. 
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there is a strong likelihood of large scale diversion of subject goods to India at dumped 
prices, in the event the Anti-dumping duties are withdrawn at this stage. 

XX It has been brought to the notice that, while Philippines have safeguard duties on 
vifrified tiles, Korea has imposed anti-dumping duties 

the same exporters are involved. Conduct of the exporters/producers from the subject 
countries has^n questioned. It has been alleged that these produ^ / 
failed to supply material information and on the contrary, contradictory and different 
fllln in dWnt proceedings before not only Authority in India but also m v^ous 
other jurisdictions has been submitted. It has been alleged that it is sttong indicator of the 
intentionally damaging and injurious behavioral pattern, and its unlikely redemption. 

xxi It has been alleged that the conduct of the exporters/producers is suspwt and 
driven by predatory pricing pattern with the intent to dump the subject goods and cause 

injury to domestic industry. 

xxii Concluding their arguments it has been stated that, since response ^ filed in 
India ex-facie appeL to be materially different from that urged before 
SfLWeiVpre^ucers be required to file before this Authority, their response and NCV 
of such response as filed in the tiles investigation earned out in Pakistan. 

16.^ With regard to the response filed following issues pertaining to specific 
exporters/producers have been highlighted. 

P’n.imn rhanchang Oulia n Construction Ceramics Co. Ltd, 

rnmnanv is still operating old name ‘Nanhai Shangyuan Construction Ceramic 
Company’ to have changed,« ’M/s Foshan Cl^hang Outa 

^ /-I c'n T tit ’ The comnanv has a number of related companies 

o^"u.“me same address/buildingdtaving 

Slees in certain cases and the information to this effect has been conc^ed. &me of 
the^related companies named for this purpose are Shangyuan Constru^on Ceraniic C 
Factory, Shangyuan Coi^struction Materials Factory, Ud,Bett« Graph 

Ceraniics Comptmy, 

C "tSm «”dong^Son,^ng Ceramic C-Ud Co. 

Ltd., Kingkong Building Material Co., China Ceramic City Import and Export Co. Ltd., 


Hevuan Wanfeng Cer amic Co, Ltd, 

I. While in the new shipper application they clain^ not “ ^ 

company, the information is at variance m the present SSR as y 
admitted relationship with 20 companies. 

ii It is not clear whether these 20 related companies also include 

Building materials and Sanitary wares Co. Ltd. And New Zhongyuan Ceramics import and 

export Co. Ltd. 


1484 Gl/08 —7 
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Foshan Luneo Ceramics Co. f.tH. 

1. In the new shipper proceedings the exporter had claimed itself to be a private 
enterpnse under the Chineese law whereas in the present proceedings it has been claimed 
to be a limited liability company. On the contrary they have also claimed to have 
undergone no change in the structure of the company since its inception 

Joyson C eramics Materials Co. Ltd . 

I. They have suppressed information about their affiliation with M/s Foshan City 
Source Ceramics Ltd. and Source Latter Ceramics LTD. 

^e exporter h^ misled the authority by making false statements about the nature of their 
business at a time of making the new shipper review application. The exporter is a 
manufacturer as per evidence attached with the new shipper review submissions. 

M/s Oing Yuan Southern Buildi n g Materials and Sanitary Ware Co. f 

1. The exporter in its original application dated 28.2.2003 seeking new shipper 
review claimed that it is not related to any company. Whereas in the present sunset review 
questionnaire response it has admitted that they are related to as many as twenty 
companies. Without filing of questionnaire response by related companies and without 
verification of their information and statements no conclusion can be drawn for this 
producer. 

ii. Ownership details have completely changed from the ones that were provided 
dunng the new shipper review proceedings. In the new shipper proceedings it was stated 
that the company has .... Shareholders while in the sunset review response it has been 
stated that SBMS is 100% owned company A which is 100% owned by Company B and 
mter ^la 100% by Comply C which in turn 100% owned by Macao Passport Holder. 

1 herefore providing this misleading information needs to be explained. 

M/g New Zhongvu a n Ceramics Import & Export Co. I.td. 

1. It has been admitted that the exporter company was set up in 1995 while this fact 
was suppressed from the authority while filing an application under new shipper review, 

.4 u appears that it is a part of NZY Group which has admittedly twenty companies 
and the names of such twenty companies have been claimed confidential. 

III. It is not clear whether Heyuan Wanfang is also part of this Group of Twenty as 
the same is related to NZY. 

17. In their rejoinder submission the domestic industiy has further pleaded that in a sunset 
review even if conclusion is that there is no injury, the authority still under obligation to 
examine likelihood of injury if the duties were removed. The relevance of current injury has 
been claimed to be relevant only to the extent the same is a reasonable basis for concluding 
likelihood of continuation of recurrence of injury. 

18. In respect of the exporters from LAE, who have claimed to be exporting to India at 
mghest prices has been contradicted by stating that interested parties have not understood the 
legal concept of dumping as otherwise such submissions would not have been made. With 
regard to imports made on behalf of Jinyi Combination as reference to IBIS data it has been 
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pleaded that the said IBIS data has not been made available to the domestic industry. ^ far as 
responses from Chinese exporters are concerned it has been pleaded that complete information 
has not been provided by them and therefore market economic treatment status claimed by them 
is not sustainable. On the issue of not revisiting market economy status granted to certain 
Chinese producers/exporters in various new shipper reviews it has been pleaded that let over a 
period of time changes in a company may take place due to operations like joint ventures, 
mergers, acquisition etc., which might lead to a considerable change in the legal structure of the 
company and therefore this needs to be looked into afresh 

F.2. Views of the Responding Exporters/Producers. 

M/s Al Khaleei Ceramics PSC, Dubai 

19. They have submitted that petition is not substantiated by positive evidence and 
allegations in the petition contradict the import statistics and share of import of subject countries 
to total production is claimed to he incorrect. To that extent the petition is claimed to have 
failed in the accuracy test. "Although the petitioner has claimed as prices having declined over 
the injury period the fact of the matter is that prices from UAE have been increasing and Iwve 
increased from Rs. 489 per sq. m. in 2003-04 to Rs. 655 per sq. m. in POI. In fact UAE prices 
are claimed to be twice a price from the rest of the world and thrice the Chinese prices. Further 
import volumes as per the petition itself from UAE have come down from under 5% in 2003-04 
to less than 0.5% in POI. Further it has been claimed that allegation of dumping are primarily 
made against China and there is no allegation against UAE and individually UAE does not 
undercut or undersell. It has been pleaded that in the likelihood analysis made by the Domestic 
Industry allegation is exclusively against China and not even a passing reference has been made 
to UAE and even prima facie evidence of likelihood of recurrence of dumping from UAE has 
not been furnished. In their submissions they stated that UAE has only two producers exporters 
out of which RAK has already set up an Indian subsidiary with an installed capacity of 20,000 
sq. m. per day and their expansion plans are to set up a capacity of 1,00,000 sq. m. per day. 
Apart from RAK it is claimed that another unit Al Khaleej Ceramics is smaller player operating 
in more than 100% capacity and maintains highest price. It has further been pleaded that UAE 
is not facing anti dumping duties elsewhere that could have become a reason for UAE exporters 
diverting their manufactured subject goods to India. They have, therefore, requested that UAE 
may be excluded from the purview of the sunset review. 

RAK Ceramic. UAE 

20. According to their submissions Domestic Industry has not made any comment v«th 
regard to the information and documents submitted by RAK in accordance with Exporters 
Questionnaire to the Designated Authority; thus indicating that the Domestic Industry has no 
specific allegation against RAK and also with regard to its submissions and therefore they are 
making their submissions as Rejoinder to the Written Submissions only on the general 
submissions of the Domestic Industry for the subject countries. 

21. With regard to the likelihood of recurrence or continuance of dumping and injury to the 
Domestic Industry after the cessation/discontinuance of anti dumping duty against the UAE, 
they have submitted that: 

i. Based on the import data with regards to the import of the subject goods from 

UAE it is clear and apparent that the volume of exports from UAE are decreasing and 

export price is rising significantly every year. Further it has also been stated that after the 





completion of the original anti dumping investigation, RAK has already established its 
o^ra subsidiary company in India to produce the subject goods at its plant at Hyderabad 
capacity of 20,000 sq. mts. per day and the same is going to be increased 
to 30,000 sq.mts. Per day. Moreover, RAK is also stated to be in the process of setting up 

an additional production unit in Gujarat with an installed capacity of 20,000 sq mts ner 
day. ^ 


11 . Considering the facts and circumstances with regard to trend of volume of 
exports from UAE, its export prices, capacities being installed by RAK in India, its future 
expansion plans in India and share of RAK in the imports of subject goods into India, 
there is no likelihood of recurrence or continuation of dumping from UAE and consequent 
injury to the Domestic Industry on account of imports from UAE, 

iii. There are no surplus capacities in UAE for dumping into India, rather RAK is 
creating additional capacities in India. 

iv. The producers/exporters of the subject goods in UAE are not facing anti dumping 
investigations anywhere in the world except India. 

??AP requested that designated authority terminate the sunset review against 


Guangdong Newpcarl Ceramic Group Co. Limitcdrand its re lateii comnanies). Fo.siiiin 
Cnancheng Jinvi Cei ~ —-- 


Ace Malaysia. 




23 Above ^d producers/exporters in their written submissions have questioned the claim 
put torto by the domestic industry that the review is supported by more than 70% of the 
domestic production as no information on this account has been furnished. It has been pleaded 
tlwt petihoner has mterchangeably used recurrence and continuation. They have contended the 
claim of the domestic industry that the rules require a mere opinion and not a categorical 
positive fining The basis of assumption by the domestic industry that a significant volume of 
M high as 50 lakh sq. m. would have been sold in the relevant period at fictitious prices keeping 
in view the sunset review has been questioned. The claim of the domestic industry that analysis 
in a sunset review is of lesser degree or on different parameters has also been questioned The 
^aim of dumping has been negated on the ground that authority has granted market economy 

treatoent to a number of Chinese companies and primarily only those Chinese companies are 
making exports to India. 


Guangdong PongpcDg Ceramic Co. Lim ited and Gungdong Wintp Ceramic Co. 


24. In the first place they have contradicted the petitioners’ claim of constituting either the 
doinestic indi^try or accounting for more than 50% of the total collective output and thus 
chmlenging the claim of the petitioners to have standing for the purposes of filing the SSR 
^titions. It has been claimed that while conducting a SSR investigation the Authority has to 
iret detemune whether there has been any change in various parameters such as the normal 
y ue, export price, dumping margin, fixation of non-injurious price and injury to domestic 
mdustty etc., and analyse and project the effect of repeal or expiry of anti-dumping measures 
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Fmhan rhaptclwng Qylian Constructioli Ceramics Co. Ltd. China fprodu cert and Prestiae 
Trading. Dubai (Eiportert. Heyaan Wanfeng Ceramics C o. Ltd. China 
/PfodiKerl Foahan Lunco Ceramkg Co. Ltd. China (Exporter in China) and Enerprisc 
Trailing F7E. IJAEfEiDortcr in UAE) and Oing Yuan Southern Build ing Materials and 
Sanitary Wares Co. Ltd, (producer in China) and New Zhongvuan Import an d Export Co. 
Ltd, of GnaMdong (Eiporter in China) 


25. It has been argued that the claim of domestic industry that price behaviour of exporters 
during the POI for a sunset review is likely to be manipulated and suspect and untrustworthy is an 
unwarranted presumption as the law does not provide for any such presumptive rejection of the 
prices of the exporter. It has further been pleaded that improvement in various injury parameters 
is a clear indicator of whether any injury is likely to continue or likely to recur and therefore 
argument of recurrence is entirely frivolous and liable to be rejected. On the issue of 
investigations in other jurisdictions, it has been submitted that product under investigation is 
Pakistan was quite different from that covered by India. Pakistan covered ‘ceramic tiles’ while 
India covered only ‘vitrified/porcelain tiles’ only. None of the exporters filing this rejoinder 
participated fully with Pakistani authorities to get an individual dumping margin, and Pakistani 
decision is not relevant for the Indian investigation. Regarding Philippines having safeguarded 
duties on vitrified tiles has been contested. As per the report issued by the Philippines it is 
claimed that the product concerned is ‘Ceramic Floor and Wall Tiles’ and not vitrified tiles. 
Further the claim that Korea has imposed anti dumping duties on vitrified tiles where more or less 
the exporters are involved has been contested. They have pleaded that the period of 
investigation was different and product range also did not remain the same. 


26. ^ith regard to the claim of the domestic industry that submissions of Foshan Chancheng 
Chilian Construction Ceramic Co. Ltd. are dishonest and misleading following has been pleaded:- 

i. Authority issued final findings on 30* June 2004 at the end of the new shipper 
review recommending exempting levy of anti dumping duty on the imports from 
Oulian. 

ii. Ministry of Finance issued the necessary notification on 28* July 2004. 

iii. Domestic Industry challenged the findings and the MOF notification before the 
CESTAT (Appeal No. C/79/2005-AD). 

iv. CESTAT set aside the final findings and the MOF notification and remanded the 
matter back to the authority on 19* May 2005. 

A 

V. On remand, the authority confirmed on 30* December 2005 its earlier findings. 

vi. Immediately upon CESTAT setting aside the MOF notification, Ministry of 
Finance did not implement the same by issuing another notification rescinding 
the earlier notification. 

vii. Thus, MOF notification exempting anti dumping duty on imports from Oulian 
continued to be in force. 
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viii. Because of such continuance, there was no need for the Ministry of Finance to 

issue a fresh notification consequent upon the fresh final findings issued pursuant 
to the remand order. 

IX. The importer in India presented these facts before the CESTAT in a customs case 

and the CESTAT on 8* January 2007 found it appropriate to grant a stay in the 
said case. 


27 ^ Further, Various allegations made by the domestic industry particularly with regard to 
Mormation about related companies considered in the NSR and the remand proceedings have 
been rebutted as follows. ® 

28. Domestic industry has reproduced verbatim their submissions made in the NSR remand 
proceedings held pursuit to the CESTAT decision. Those submissions had been dealt with by 

e authority in the final findings of the NSR. There is no warrant to revisit those issues in this 
sunset review. Domestic industry has stated that the recommendations contained in the final 
findings have not been accepted by the Central Government by way of issue of customs 
notification. They allege that since the recommendations were not accepted, the conclusions 
reached therein cannot be said to be final. This inference is incorrect. 

29. Centrd Govei^ent had already issued the customs notification implementing the 
recommendations of the designated authority. Subsequent to the remand order by the CESTAT 
t^nUal government did not rescind the earlier notification. The said notification was in force’ 
In the remand proceedings, the authority had confirmed its earlier findings. Pursuant to the 
mdings in the remand proceedings, no antidumping duty was leviable on the imports from this 

responding exporter. Since the earlier notification itself was in force, there was no need for 

issuing yet another notification. Therefore, the contention that the findings of the authority were 
not final is untenable. ^ 

1 re-iterated their submissions in the remand proceedings and 

concluded their submissions as under: ^ ^ 


1. As admitted by the domestic industry itself, the above submissions have been 
considered by the authority in the earlier proceedings and thereafter, a decision to grant 
zero dumping margins in the new shipper review case was granted to our company. 


have confirmed that they are not related to Kingkong Building Material Co 
Ltd who has filed the questionnaire response. The submission made by the domestic 
industry is stated to be without any basis as no fresh disclosures have been made in this 
sunset review about related companies. 


a. 


, w ^ Ceramic Co Ltd is stated to have been 

started in 2004 by one of the shareholders of the responding company and the business 
licence stated to have been surrendered after a brief period in 2004 itself. 


b. They have contested the allegations made by the domestic industry tat they have 
made any contradictory submissions. 
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c. In their submissions it has been re-iterated that Better Group (Holding) Co Ltd is 
an investment company. Though the business registration certificate shows the nature of 
business as Trade and investment’, the trading operations are carried out by other 
entities in the group. As stated in the questionnaire response, China Ceramic City Import 
and Export Co Ltd is a company registered in Hongkong and not in ChinaThey have 
referred to Question No.A 5 of the Exporters’ Questionnaire asking for information 
about related companies that are involved with the ‘product concerned’. And since no 
related company is involved with the product concerned and hence there is no need to 
give any answer to this question. They have stated that allegation that th^ have 
suppressed information about the related companies is unfounded and unwarranted. 


d. Concluding their submissions they have submitted that it is undisputed' that the 
Designated Authority has recommended zero antidumping duty so far as they are 
concerned in the first final findings at the end of the new shipper review and also in the 
final findings issued after remand. Hence the question of levying any antidumping duty 
by Ministry of Finance does not arise. They have further submitted that issues raised by 
the domestic industry have no relevance whatsoever for this sunset review. 


FJ. Examination bv the Authority 

31. The Authority takes note of arguments put forth by the domestic industry regarding 
continued injury to the domestic industry and likelihood of recurrence of dumping and injury in 
case of withdrawal of the duties, other arguments related to the review as also arguments to the 
contrary put forth by responding producers / exporters from the subject countries. The Authority 
also takes note of various submissions made by the domestic industry about delay in submission 
of the response by various producers / exporters and concludes that the domestic industry has no 
locus standii on raising this issue, particularly when the Domestic Industry itself did not adhere 
to the time schedule prescribed for submission of information relating to production cost etc. 
because of which the Authority was forced to call an early public hearing to actually understand 
whether the domestic Industry was actually interested in pursuing the investigation. Authority 
further holds that it was only at this stage that the domestic industry came up with detailed 
information in the form of Cl and CII etc and case could be investigated further. 

32. On the issue of allegation that the responding exporters had concealed the facts about 
similar investigations having been initiated in other countries, the Authority concludes that the 
investigations in Pakistan and Philippines were against Ceramic Tiles as a whole and were not 
restricted to Vitrified tiles, the product under consideration the present investigation. Therefore 
those investigations cannot be considered as relevant to the present investigation. 

33. On the issue of different submissions having been made by responding producers / 
exporters made before various authorities in other countries, Authority concludes that no 
conclusive evidence has been provided by the domestic industry on these issues for the 
Authority to take a view on the same and the Authority has no reason not to accept the rebuttal 
given by the responding exporters, as detailed above in this disclosure statement. Further with 
regard to concealment of facts about relationship, the submissions made by the responding 
exporter are sufficient for the Authority to conclude that these issues are a repeat of their 
submissions made in the new-shipper review, the Authority having addressed these issues in the 
NSR findings, concludes that these issues need not be taken note of once more and need not be 
re-visited. Authority further holds that on the issue of relationship with companies, not into 
manufacturing of the subject goods, the response to Question No. A 5 of the Exporters’ 
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Questionn^ is perfectly in order as put forth by the responding exporter. The Authority further 
holds that in case any of the interested parties comes up with any allegation against any of the 
other interested parties; the Authority will take note of the same only if the same is substantiated 
by accompanied documentary evidence and a mere reference to website address will not be 
treated as sufficient evidence f* the Authority to take note of the same.. 

34. Authority has taken into consideration all other arguments, both from Domestic Industry 
and the responding exporters / producers as detailed account while analyzing the injury to the 
domestic industry as also threat of recurrence of dumping and injury to the domestic industry. 

Pumping Determination ; Normal Value. Export Price and Dumping Margin 


35. The Authority sent copies of the questionnaire to all the known exporters for the puipose 
of determination of normal value in accordance with Section 9A(l)(c). None of the 
producers/exporters from Taiwan and Japan have filed any response to the questionnaire. 

36. As per Para 7 of Annexure 1 of AD Rules, the Authority is required to determine normal 
value on the basis of price or constructed value in the market economy third country or the price 
from such a third country to other countries, including India, or where it is not possible, or on any 
other reasonable basis, including the price actually paid or payable in India for the like product.’ 
No data or information was made available by the domestic industry about normal value in market 
economy ^ird country. Exporters/Producers have also not responded in this case. The Authority, 
therefore, in absence of any other option, has relied upon the fact available as per Rule 6(8). 

^ Examinatio n of Response to Market Economy Treatment Questionnaire 
Gl.l. China PR. 


37. The Designated Authority, as per Para 8 (2) of the annexure 1 of Anti-Dumping Rules, 
for the purpose of assessing the normal value, proceeded with the presumption that any country 
that has been determined to be or has been treated as a non-market economy for the purposes of 
anti-dumping investigations by the Designated Authority or by the competent authority of any 
WTO member country during the three years period preceding the investigation is a non-market 
economy country. In the past three years China PR has been treated as a non-market economy 
country in the anti-dumping investigations by WTO members such as EU and USA. In the 
instant case China PR was proposed to be investigated as a non-market economy country. 

38. As per Paragraph 8, Annexure I to the Anti Dumping Rules as amended, the presumption 
of a non-market economy can be rebutted if the exporter(s) from China provide information and 
sufficient evidence on the basis of the criteria specified in sub paragraph (3) in P^agraph 8 and 
prove the contra^. The cooperating exporters/producers of the subject goods from People’s 
Republic of China are required to furnish necessary information/sufficient evidence as 
mentioned in sub-paragraph (3) of paragraph 8 in response to the Market Economy Treatment 
questionnaire to enable the Designated Authority to consider the following criteria as to 
whether:- 

a) the decisions of concerned firms in China PR regarding prices, costs and inputs, 
including raw materials, cost of technology and labour, output, sales and investment are 
made in response to market signals, reflecting supply and demand, and without 
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significant State interference in this regard, and whether costs of major inputs 
substantially reflect market values; 

b) the production costs and financial situation of such firms are subject to si^ficant 
distortions carried over from the former non-market economy system, in particular in 
relation to depreciation of assets, other write-offs, barter trade and payment via 
compensation of debts; 

c) such firms are subject to bankruptcy and property laws which guarantee legal certainty 
and stability for the operation of the firms and 

d) The exchange rate conversions are carried out at the market rate. 

39. The Authority sent copies of the questionnaires to all the known exporters for the purpose of 
determination of normal value. Following Producers / Exporters have responded to the Market 
Economy Questionnaire re-butting non-market economy status in each of their individual capacity 
and on the contrary claiming Market Economy Treatment for the purposes of this sun-set review. 

1. Foshan Chanchang Oulian Construction Ceramics Co. Ltd. 

2. Foshan Haohang Ceramic Co. Ltd. (FHC) 

3. Heyuan Wanfeng Ceramic Co. Ltd. 

4. Foshan Lungo Ceramics Co. Ltd. 

5. Foshan Huachengechang Ceramic Co. Ltd. (HCC) and Guangdong 

6. Dongpeng Ceramic Co. Ltd. (DCC) 

4. .Foshan Chancheng Yinyi Ceramics Ltd. 

8. Joyson Ceramics Materials Co. Ltd. 

9. M/s Saint Louis Ceramic Co. Ltd. 

10. M/s Kingkong Building Material Company Ltd. 

11. M/s Qing Yuan Southern Buildmg Materials and Sanitary Ware Co. Ltd. 

12. M/s New Zhongyuan Ceramics Import & Export Co. Ltd. 

13. M/s Guandong Winto Ceramics Co.Ltd. . . _ . 

14. M/s. Guangdong Newpearl Ceramic Group Co. limited ,compnsmg of M/S 
Foshan Shanshui Huiwanjia Ceramic Company Limited and M/S Foshan Summit 
Ceramic Company Limited (Producers) and M/S Foshan Newpearl Trade Co. 
Ltd.(Exporter) 

40. Treatment as a Market / Non-market economy to each of these responding producers / 
exporters is discussed as per details enumerated below; 

n 1 I i i?.T^iiiiinitioii of market economy treatment of these Chinese exporters 
investigated earlier 


41. The Authority notes that the following companies have been examined in detail vide 
notification details mentioned below - 


SN 

Final Fidings 

Notification 

No. & date 

Name of the companies 

L 

15/2/2003-DGAD 
Dated 30.12.2005 

Foshan Chanchang Oulian Construction Ceramics Co. 
Ltd.(producer)and Prestige General Trading,Dubai (Exporter) 

2. 

15/19/2004-DGAD 

Hevuan Wanfeng Ceramic Co. Ltd.(producer), Foshan Lungo 
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3. 

15/15/2004-DGAD 

M/s Qing Yuan Southern Building Materials and Sanitary Ware 

i",^hina) and New Zhongyuan Ceramics 
Import & Export Co. Ltd of Guangdong (Exporter in China) 

4. 

15/3/2005-DGAD 

Dated Octobe 3,2007 

M/s. Guangdong Newpearl Ceramic Group Co. limited 
comprising of M/S Foshan Shanshui Huiwanjia Ceramic 
Coinpany Limited and M/S Foshan Summit Ceramic Company 
Limited (Producers) and M/S Foshan Newpearl Trade Co 
Ltd.(Exporter) 


investigations done by Ihe Authority, it was concluded for the above 
"mpanies that these companies were entitted for market economy treatment The 

tavestigations as‘’SrWore OTSm 

were nSf bv h Authority notes that these very ^legations 

givenTdetoled u Authority had 

andr^Iew highlighted ^ce more 

the Authority Bam^e this ^thT^?v evidence have been brought to the notice of 

determinatiM of ’ * petitioners have not provided any cogent reason, justifying re- 

Authoritv therefore Hne ®'^noniy treatment claims for the above mentioned companies. The 
drtStSreaXr^He f has not reinvestigated the 

for the puiposes of present r^iew economy treatment to these companies 

TtHrnJn^* w^t^dmg the above stand, in respect of Heyuan Wanfeng Ceramic Co 
pari^raphThcre in aflt fJ^mlTpSir'”"" 

'■ '“O'™ “ Bio-a 

2. M/s Shye International Ltd, Hong Kong(Exporter) 
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45. Authority notes that although investigations in the said new-shipper review have 
completed, the final findings in this new-shipper review have not been issued because of the 
interim order on issue of the same by the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi. 

46. In view of the interim order of the Hon,ble High Court in this NSR and in viw of the fact 
that so far as above said exporter / producer combination have not made sales to India durmg POI, 
but have exported subject goods to India in post POI period. Authority having taken the 
submissions on record, and holds this combination as a cooperating exporter. The Au&onty 
further holds that operation of the said order of the Authority in this NSR shall remain subject to 
the final judgment by the Hon’ble Delhi High Court, and shall be equally applicable to the present 

SSR. 

47. Authority also notes that during the course of present SSR investigations. New Shipper 
Review investigations were also conducted •based u^n a petition filed by the following 
producers/expoiters. 

1. M/S Foshan Chan Cheng Jin Yi Ceramic Co. Ltd., China (Producer) 

2. M/S Foshan Jayson Ceramic Material Company Ltd.,China (Exporter) 

3 . And M/S Able Ace (M) Sdn. Bdh. Malaysia,(Exporter) 


48 The Authority issued final findings in this new ship^r review vide M Findmgs 
Notification No. 15/14/2006-DGAD dated March 28, 2008. \ln these final findings th^ 
producers/ exporters have been treated as operating under markrtWnomy wnditions teve 
Len given ^Market economy treatment. Therefore the Authority hol^ to continue market 
economy treatment to these producers/ exporters for the purpose of pfesent mvestigation. 


investigated 

49 Response to questionnaire was filed by the foUowing exporters/producers from China, vAo 
were not instigated by the Authority before with regard to their entitlement of mMket economy 
treatment. The Authority has therefore investigated market economy treatment cl^ of *e^ 
companies in detail. Detailed on the spot verifications were also conducted to venfy the claim of 

market economy treatment by these companies. 


1. M« Foshan Huanshongchang Ceramic COXta. (HCC) (Producer) and related Company 

Guandong Dongpeng Ceramic CO. Ltd .(DCC){Expotter), 

2. fiiiandnng Winto Ceramic Co. Ltd^ 


so Detailed quesUons regarding ownership, management, control, ^temiMon of 
^mmercial and business policies and on financial situaUon 

comnanies The responses filed by these compames were analyzed to detemune whether tnese 
comSes exercS^a degree of independence from the Chinese Government compmble to 
wlJZold prevail in a Set economy country. The Authoriy sought gei^ T 
specific infoLation with regard to the following parameters from each of the compam 

concemed;- 

• Ownership details 
■ Shareholding patterns 

! ^Srats°of^S*ofDirectL, tolegal stotus and person/party being represented 
by them. 




■ Raw Material Inputs and Costs 

the existence or otherwise of any minimum wage stipulation by the State and if the 
enterprises are free to decide wages as per market demand. 

■ Production Facilities and Costs 

■ Loans and subsidies 


■ Barter Trade/ Counter Trade 

■ Profit Distribution 


• Bankruptcy and property laws 
■ Exchange mtes conversions 


51. In order to examine whether there was any degree of State influence or interference over 
e allocation of resources and decisions of the applicant, whether directly or indirectly the 
ownership pattern of these companies petitioner was examined in detail. The claims/ colter 
daims of the interested parties were taken into account and details in this respect were verified 
me Authonty examined the composition of Board of Directors of these companies, includine 
Aeir related companies identity of each person in the Board, their functions, other position held 
by these persons etc. to determine whether there was any interference or involvement of the State 
in the management and working of the companies. The Authority relied upon the relevant 
provisions relating to constitution of Board of Directors, Board of Supervision, General Manager 
their functions & powers, appointment & dismissal, autonomy of the company in matters of 
appointment etc and the role which State or State owned/controlled persons/bodies plays if any 
m such companies whether directly or indirectly. That apart, details about procurement / purchase 
of machinery/equipment, land, building and all other assets were assessed during spot verification. 


52. The above named companies, as detailed in Para 49 above, were however not found to 
meet the requirement for grant of market economy status based upon the verification carried out 
by a team of officers on account of the following reasons: 


l^S Foshan Huanshengchang Ceramic CO.Ltd. (HCC) (Producer) and related Company 
Guandong Dongpeng Ceramic CO. Ltd .(DCC)(Exporter), 


i. As per Business license, Shiwan^ Dongpeng Ceramics Group Co. Ltd. was 
established on 11 November 1997 with a very high registered capital registered 
capital as Limited Liability Company. However the market value of equipments 
was transferred only at 70% of the said market value.. Similarly, the market value 
of vanous cars was transferred at RMB just 4% of the market value of the same. 

ii. Since June 2000, the shareholding was transferred by collectively owned 
Enterprise to individuals, but the representatives of the company showed their 
inability to trace the source of funding. 

iii. Regarding bidding process followed during 2000, no documentary related to 
bidding process followed eould be presented. 

iv. As per asset valuation report of CPA, valuation amount was only 56% of the 
Net assets book value after adjustments. 


Guangdong Winto Cer amics Co. Ltd.fproducer as well as exnnrfgr) 

I. The company was established on March 3, 1999 as a limited liability company 
but the business license of 1999 was not available with the company. 

II . Regarding the land and building were stated to be taken of rent and lease with 
effect from November 1. 1998 from Foshan Ceramic Industry and Trade Group 
Company which inter-alia is stated to have procured the same from Huada 
Company as per lease contract copy annexed to the MET response. As per the 
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Business license (Photocopy produced during verification) which was issued on 
18.8.2006, Foshan Ceramic Industry and Trade Group Company Ltd. were 
established during 1987. The legal status of this company during 1987 could not 
be explained. Further there was no explanation as to when the Huada’s 
Dormitory was built. 

iii. As per the fixed assets. Ceramic Roller Kiln (10 Nos.) were stated to be self built 
assets and installed on 31.12.2005 whereas the company was in production of 
tiles since 2000. Company could not clarify as to how they were manufacturing 
tiles without a kiln the year 2000 to 2005. 

iv. Nearly 34% of the total assets were stated to be self built but the details and break 
up into its various components could not be provided for verification. 

53. Therefore the Authority holds these producers / exporters to be operating under non- 
market economy conditions. 

54. That apart Questionnaire response was also filed by the below named producers / exporters 

1. Foshan Haohang Ceramic Co. Ltd. (FHC), China. 

2. Foshan Hongyun Trade Co. Ltd., China. 

3. Saint Louis ceramic Co. Ltd., China. 

4. Kingkong building Material Co. Ltd., China. 


55. The Authority notes that the above named producers/exporters had shown their intention to 
co-operate with the Authority for the purposes of present investigation and had also sent a wntten 
consent for verification to be carried by DGAD in respect of the submissions made by them. 
However, the team of officers who were deputed to carry out verification of these producers / 
exporters was informed in writing that these producers/ exporters have withdrawn the consent of 
verification given earlier. Therefore the verification of these producers/ exporters could not be 
carried out. The Authority therefore declares these producers/exporters as detailed in Para 54 
above as non- cooperating exporters for the purposes of the present investigation. 

G.1.13. NonnaI value in case of companies satisfying market economy status 

56. Under Section 9A(l)(c), normal value in relation to an article means: 

i. The comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, for the like article when 
meant for consumption in the exporting country or territory as determined in accordance 
with the rules made under sub-section(6); or 

ii. When there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course of trade in the 
domestic market of the exporting country or territory, or when because of the particular 
market situation or low volume of the sales in the domestic market of the exporting 
country or territory, such sales do not permit a proper comparison, the normal value shall 
be either - 

a. comparable representative price of the like article when exported from the 
exporting country or territory or an appropriate third country as determined in 
accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6); or 
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b. the cost of production of the said article in the country of origin along with 
reasonable addition for administrative, selling and general costs, and for profits, 
as determined in accordance \vith the rules made under sub-section (6); 


57. The normal value in respect of companies who have been granted/ are being granted 
market ecraomy treatoent / have been determined on the basis of their verified questionnaire 
response. T^e Authonty has adopted following methodology for determination of normal value in 
respect oi these companies - 


1. ^e Authonty first verified whether these companies had sufficient domestic sales 
in of tode. In those cases where profitable domestic sales were more 

than 80/o of total domestic sales, normal value has been determined based on weighted 
average of the selling price in the domestic market. In those cases where profitable sales 
were below 80% of total domestic sales, only profitable domestic sales have been adopted 
tor determination of normal value by the Authority. The Authority has done separate 
compan^n of normal value with export price in respect of different types of the subject 
goods. Pnce adjustments have been claimed in respect of inland freight, commission where 

ever applicable, which the Authority has verified and allowed on the basis of verified 
claims. 


11 . In those cases where the exporter did not have sufficient domestic sales, verified 
cost of production of the exporter, along with reasonable addition for selling, general & 
admimstrative costs have been adopted by the Authority. Reasonable profit has been added 
to such cost of production to determine normal value. 

G.1.1.4.Normal value in case of comp anies not satisfying market economy status 


58 For those Chinese producers/exporters who have not been able to satisfy the parameters 
laid down under Para 8 of Annexure-I, the Authority has determined the normal value in 
avoidance with Para 7 of Annexure-I. Normal value for these companies has been determined on 
the basis of adoptmg weighted average consumption norms for Raw Materials in respect of all the 
cooperatmg producers in China whose verification was carried out and adopting international 
pnces fOT raw maten^s and conversion cost in India, duly adjusted. Selling, general & 
adrmmstrative costs. Normal value thus worked out by the Authority is *** as against *** 
claimed by the domestic industry in their petition. 

G.1.1.5.Normai value in case of non cooperative exporters/nrodiigers 

59. In respect of non-cooperating producers / exporters, the Authority is unable to apply the 
pnnciples set out in p^^ph 1 to 6 of Annexure 1 of antidumping Rules for determination of 
normal value for the Chinese exporters. Therefore, the normal value in respect of all non- 
cooperatmg exporters/producers from China PR has been determined at the same level as that of 
cooperative exporters from China not satisfying market economy status. 

G,1.1.6.Eiport price i n case of responding exporters 


60. For all those exporters/producers that have cooperated with the Authority, and provided 
relevant infomi^on based upon exports to India, the Authority has determined export price on the 
basis of venfi^ ^o^tion. Export price for each responding exporter has been determined, 
byUin.uiiority^ of weighted average import price in India during the investigation period. 



1] __ ^ ^ 

61. In respect of cooperating exporters viz. M/S Foshan Huanshengchang Ceramic CO.Ltd. 
(HCC) (Producer) and related Company Guandong Dongpeng Ceramic CO. Ltd 
.(DCC)(Exporter) and Guangdong Winto Ceramic Co. Ltd, w ho had declared to have exported 
the subject goods to India during POI, but were actually foimd to have exported Ceramic Tiles 
and not vitrified Tiles ( PUC) during verification, and had exported the subject goods to thitd 
countries, the likelihood of either continuation or recurrence of dumping cannot be determined 
based iqwn the sales to third countries. The Authority notes that in the context of anti dumping 
rules, likelihood of continuance or reoccurrence is for determination of individual dumping 
margins and is applicable to only such exporters who have been exporting the subject goods to 
India. Since these exporters have not exported subject goods to India, individual dumping 
mar gins cannot be determined based upon exports to third countries. To that extent the 
Authority holds that export price for determination of dumping margin in respect of these 
producers / exporters will be the same as is applicable to the residual category of non- 
cooperating exporters. 

fi.l.l.T. Exnort price in case of non cooperative exporter 

62. The Authority notes that the total import volumes as per petitioners and as per trade data 
available as per DGCI&S are lower than total exports reported by the Data Source EXIM. 
Further the assumption is on likelihood of dumping from such exporters who may not have been 
exporting to India and on the contrary may be having substantial sales to third countries and 
likelihood of these new exporters to export the subject goods to India at prices at lowest sale 
price of export to third countries and thus sell them to Indian markets at dumped prices.. 
Therefore, the Authority has determined the export price for the non cooperative exporters on 
the basis of lowest average export price reported by the cooperative exporters, selling the 
product under consideration to the third countries. The Authority has made Price adjustments on 
account of ocean freight, port expenses, and marine insurance, and inland freight, credit cost, 
packing expenses and non-refundable VAT as incurred by these exporters based upon the actual 
verified data. 

G.1.1.8. Comparison methodology 

63. The Authority has compared normal value with export price separately for each type of 
subject goods. In the absence of any claims by the petitioners, the Authority considered the 
parameters used by each of the responding exporters for distinguishing between different types 
and found the same appropriate in respect of each of these exporters. Accordingly, the Authority 
has done comparison between the normal value and export price separately for each known type. 


G.1.1.9. DumDing margin 

64. Considering the normal value and export price determined as explained above, the 
Authority has determined the dumping margins for individual exporters, which are as follows. 
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G.2.1. Exporters accorded Market Economy Treatment; 


S.NO. 

Name Of the Producer/Exporter 

*Normal 

Value 

(INR) 


* Dumping 
Margin 

(INR)' 

Dumping 

Margin 

% 

1. 

Foshan Chanchang Oulian 

Construction Ceramics Co. 

Ltd.(producer)and Prestige General 
Trading,Dubai (Exporter) 

*** 

*** 

♦** 

Neeative 

2. 

Heyuan Wanfeng Ceramic Co. 
Ltd.(producer), Foshan Lungo 

Ceramics Co. Ltd. (Exporter in Cina) 
and Enterprise Trading FZE, UAE 
(Exporter in UAE) 

*** 



Nil 

3. 

M/s Southern Building Materials and 
Sanitary Ware Co. Ltd of Qinguyan 
City (producer in China) and New 
Zhong Yuan Ceramics Import & 
Export Co. Ltd of Guangdong 
(Exporter in China) 


*** 

*** 

Neeative 

4. 

M/s. Guangdong Newpearl Ceramic 
Group Co. limited comprising of M/S 
Foshan Shanshui Huiwanjia Ceramic 
Company Limited and M/S Foshan 
Summit Ceramic Company Limited 
(Producers) and M/S Foshan 
Newpearl Trade Co. Ltd.(Exporter) 



*** 

Neeative 

5. 

_ 

M/S Foshan Chan Cheng Jin Y 
Ceramic Co. Ltd., China (Producer 
M/S Foshan Jayson Ceramic Materia 
Company Ltd.,China (Exporter)andM/! 
Able Ace (M) Sdn. Bdh 

Malaysia,(Exporter) | 

*** 

*** 

. 

Neeative 


G.l.l.lO. Exporters accorded Non-Market Economy Treatment: 


S.NO. 

Name Of the 

* Constructed 

*Net 

*Dumpine 

Dumping 


Prod ucer/Exporter 

Normal 

Export 

Margin 

Margin 



Value 

Price 







(INR) 

% 



(INR) 

(INR) 
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1 . 

M/S Foshan Huanshengchang 
Ceramic CO.Ltd. (HCC) 
(PnHiucer) and related 

Company Guandong 

Dongpeng Ceramic CO. Ltd 
(DCCXExporter), 

*** 

*** 

*** 

150-200% 

2. 

Guangdong Winto Ceramic 
Co. Ltd.. 

*** 

*** 


150-200% 

3. 

All other producers / exporters 
finm China PR 

*** 

*** 

*** 

150-200% 


♦Note Conversion table for currencies during POI 
1 US $ = Indian Rupees 45.67 and 1 US $= RMB 


64-1. In response to the disclosure statement, the producers /exporters as detailed at SI. 1 and 
2 in the above table have reiterated their claim for market economy treatment. 1 he exporters 
have reiterated that the goods exported by them were vitrified tiles. The exporters have claimed 
that failure to provide bill of entry filed by the importer should not be held against the exporter 
to conclude that the goods involved were not vitrified tiles. It ahs further been submitted “lat m 
any case, if the Authority considers that the exporter has not exported vitrified files to India 
during the relevant period, the dumping margin for the exporter should be determined based on 
its exports to other countries. 


64.2. The Authority has examined the views of the exporters. Authority holds that correct 
establishment of the product exported to India is the starting point in determination of dmnping 
margin. In a situation where the product was attracting anti dumping duty in excess US $ 8 per 
SOM and where the selling price of the domestic industry were in the region ol , Clt 
irnport price of other exporters from China ranged between ♦♦♦♦to ♦*♦♦, an issue that is 
germane to entire investigation is whether at all the goods exported by the company were 
vitrified tiles. If the goods exported were not vitrified tiles, question of determination of 
individual dumping margin cannot arise. The exporters made a claim of having 
vitrified tiles and the entire investigation with regard to the company proceeded on this basis 
until at the stage of on the spot verification. It is also relevant to note that the exporters at no 
point in time during the course of the investigations claimed or admitted that the goods exported 
by them were ceramic tiles and dumping margin could be determined on the basis of third 
country sales. In fact, the exporters have all along claimed, even after the verification, that the 
goods involved were vitrified tiles. At the time of spot verification, therefore, the exporters were 
directed to establish that the goods exported were indeed vitrified tiles. The exporter 
to be producing and selling significant volumes of both ceramics and vitnfied Pies. While the 
Authority appreciates that it may not be feasible for the exporters in genera to provide bills of 
entries filed by the importers, it cannot certainly be a situation where the exporter canno 
establish that the goods exported were vitrified tiles. Further, it does not appear reasonable that 
in the product of this nature, that it is impossible for the exporter to obtain bills of entries from 
the importer and provide the same to the Designated Authonty. The Authonty also ^^ojes in t is 
regard that it is not for the Authority to prescribe documents or evidence in this reg^d. It is for 
the exporter to consider what document in its possession would establish that the goods exported 
were indeed vitrified tiles. The exporter has however, failed to establish that the goods exported 
were vitrified tiles. 
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64 3. As regards consideration of exports to third countries as a reasonable basis for 
r Authority notes that entire investigations until the stage of 

c. fr ^ ^ verification, when it was pointed out by the Officers that 

tl^rh^expoTerd^^^^ vitrified 

thS OnThlr « “'1 *<' »' for consideration of 

mird country sales. On the contrary, the exporter made assurance that efforts would be made to 

oZu”’ vitrified rs EveT^lS 

eventually admitted that the goods exported were not vitrified tiles. Under the circumstances it 
on ^ f ^ information on record now does not permit determination of dumpiiig margin 

where threxnortCT hlsVl relevant to point out that it is not a situation 

A.,th admitted having exported ceramics tiles. It is a situation where the 

thonty finds that the exporter has tailed to establish that the goods exported were vitrified 


^* 2 * United Arab Emirates 


have beln^eM^no^tl!^ note of the submissions made by such exporters from UAE who 
have been exporting the product under consideration manufactured in that country Thev have 

Ae mst'of th ifT' f P”""' to be twice a price from 

the rest of the world and thnee the Chinese prices. They have fiirther claimed that irrmnn 

raT^^SorirPOI^ pirth” 2003-04 to less 

aoain<;t rt.- ^ fi, claimed that allegation of dumping are primarily made 

nSlrf tf allegation against UAE and individually UAE does Lt undLut or 

undersell. It has been pleaded that in the likelihood analysis made by the Domestic Industry 
allegation is exclusively against China and not even a passing reference has been made to U^ 
^d even pnma facie evidence of likelihood of recurrence of dumping from UAE^S not ^en 

which RAK has already set up an Indian subsidiary with an installed capacity of S 000 so m 

tarn "P ^ “f '■»».'>“» »■ - Ap^ 

Ire 1M»/ > “ofl-vr unit Al Khaleej Ceramics is smaller pla^r of^mting in 


66. The Authority has also taken note of the submissions dated February 7 2008 made bv 

-P-^-totives APJ-SLG Law Offices S^firmLg^^^^^^^^^^ 
Domrstir T rt f’ ‘sports from China which continue to cause injury to the 

and ' ^O'^finned that imports from UAE are at much hiZr prices 

^d may not really be the cause of continued injury to the domestic industry ^ 

exDorters^mnTnlF ^ ^ responding 

r ^ toat country are high, the Authority therefore 

concludes that no dumping is taking place in respect of exports to India from UAE The 

ihese'l'r “P manufacturing capacities in India^y 

these very UAE exporters, there is no scope for likelihood of dumping in Lure. ^ 
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H. Injury determination 
H,I. Continuation of iniurv 

Views of the Domestic Industry 

67. The authority has considered the submissions of the Domestic industry that despite anti¬ 
dumping duty on Vitrified / Porcelain Tiles, dumping has not ceased to exist from any of the 
sources on wliich anti dumping duties were imposed initially. Their submissions that injury to 
the domestic industry has continued despite the imposition of anti dumping duties and that if 
anti dumping duties are removed; the impact of dumping would be much more serious as the 
domestic industry would be forced to match the prices offered by exporters resulting in direct 
losses and injury to the domestic industry have also been considered The allegation of the 
domestic industry that exporters from the subject countries have also indulged in the dumping 
during the years prior to POI ai^ that there is no change in the pricing behaviors of the exporters 
has also bera considered by the Authority. 

68. The Authority has also taken note of the submissions of the domestic industry seeking 
shelter under Annexure-II of the Anti Dumping Rules for determination of injury, where it has 
been pleaded that it shall involve an objective examination of volume of dumped imports and its 
effect, both on the domestic prices as well as the domestic producers of the subject goods. The 
Authority has also considered their submissions that the situation has improved from their angle 
after the imposition of anti dumping duties thus Substantiating the fact that anti dumping duties 
have been effective and there has been a positive impact on the DI though the imp act is claimed 
not to be there to the desired extent, in view of the continued injurious dumping. 

69. On the volume front, the submissions made by the domestic industry that the market 
share of the subject countries in respect of imports has increased from S1 % in the base year i.e. 
2003-04 to 89% during POI, landed value of product under consideration from the subject 
countries is much lower than the prices the domestic industries ought to have realised on the 
sales of subject goods and the net sales realisation of the domestic industry, man y of the 
petitions are new players in the industry and hence the data for the previous year’s not being 
available, a {m>per comparison of the domestic industry as a whole is not feasible and will lead 
to erroneous conclusion, both productivity per employee as also employment and wages have 
increased, i»ofitability as well as return on investment and cash flow have improved and 
domestic industry is able to recover the losses and the domestic industry has not t^n able to 
realise tiie desirable selling price in spite of anti dumping duties being in place have all been 
considered by the Authority. 

70. Authority has also considered the argument put forth by the domestic industry that while 
arriving at the opinion of likelihood of continuance or recurrence of dumping and injury, it is 
necessary to bear in mind the effect and influence of the anti dumping duties already in place 
against the subject countries and the likely future behaviour of the exporters if the duties are 
allowed to liq}se and the Authority is also required to examine whether the trend/behavioral 
pattern of dunq)ing continues to persist despite Anti dumping duties in place as also to bear in 
mind that since the exporter/producers in subject countries are fully aware of the proximity of 
impending sunset review, hence their pricing behavior is likely to be manipulated/determined 
and hence suspect and imtnistworthy and therefore, the improvement in the various injury 
fectors, per se. during the period of investigation is not directly relevant. 
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71. The Authority appreciates the concern of the Domestic Industry that the criterion ‘likely’ 
is also different from the actual threat of material injury (i.e. it is to be clearly foreseen and 
imminent) and analysis of likelihood of continuance or recurrence of injury in a sunset review 
investigation is that of lesser degree and on different parameters, for the reason that the 
circumstances in the sunset review investigations are necessarily affected by the measures in 
force and consequently, the various injury factors cannot be construed and interpreted in the 
same marmer as in the original investigation and thus, in case there is any possibility of 
recurrence or continuance of injury to the domestic industry, the duties are required to be 
continued. 

H.1.2. Views of the producers and Exporters 
H.l^.l. United Arab Emirates 

72. The Authority has considered the submissions made by the exporters from UAE that 
with regard to the likelihood of recurrence or continuance of dumping and injury to the 
Domestic Industry after the cessation/discontinuance of anti dumping duty against the UAE, 
based on the import data with regards to the import of the subject goods from UAE, it is clear 
and apparent that the volume of exports from UAE are decreasing and export price is rising 
significantly every year. Authority has also considered that after the completion of the original 
anti dumping investigation, RAK has already established its ovm subsidiary company in India to 
produce the subject goods at its plant at Hyderabad with an instiled capacity of 20,000 sq. mts. 
per day and the same is going to be increased to 30,000 sq.mts. Per day. Moreover, RAK is also 
stated to be in the process of setting up an additional production imit in Gujarat with an installed 
capacity of 20,000 sq. mts. per day. The submissions that considering die facts and 
circumstances with regard to trend of volume of exports from UAE, its export prices, capacities 
being installed by RAK in India, its future expansion plans in India and share of RAK in the 
imports of subject goods into India, there is no likelihood of recurrence or continuation of 
dumping from UAE and consequent injury to the Domestic Industry on account of im^rts from 
UAE and there are no surplus capacities in UAE for dumping into India, rather RAK is creating 
additional capacities in India and the producers/exporters of the subject goods in UAE are not 
facing anti dumping investigations anywhere in the world except India have also been 
considered by the Authority. 

H.1.2.1. China PR. 

73. The submissions of Producers/exporters from China PR that the claim put forth by the 
domestic industry that the review is supported by more than 70% of the domestic production as 
no information on this account has been furnished has also been considered. Their pleadings 
that petitioner has interchangeably used recurrence and continuation, that the rules do not 
require a mere opinion and not a categorical positive finding, that analysis in a sunset review is 
not of lesser degree or on different parameters has also been considered by the Authority. Their 
claim that there is no evidence that revocation of duties would lead to likelihood of continuation 
or recurrence of injury and that the claim of domestic industry that price behaviour of exporters 
during the POI for a sunset review is likely to be manipulated and suspect and untrustworthy is 
an unwarranted presumption as the law does not provide for any such presumptive rejection of 
the prices of the exporter has also been considered by the Authority. Authority has also 
considered their pleadings that improvement in various injury parameters is a clear indicator of 
whether any injury is likely to continue or likely to recur and therefore argument of recurrence is 
entirely frivolous and liable to be rejected and further it cannot be presumed that injury is 
recurring because there is continuance of dumping. 
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H.1 J J^xaminatioii Bv The Authority, 

74. The Authority has taken note of and considered various arguments raised both by the 
Domestic Industry as well as responding exporters(producers. Authority has foimd that there are 
huge surplus csqjacities in China PR, which came to notice during verification of the responding 
exporters. In respect of one of the exporters the total sale in the domestic nuuket and export 
taken together constituted on 52% of their production during POI. In respect of yet another 
exporter the surplus was in the vicinity of 15%. Authority has also noticed that these producers 
were not utilizing the total installed capacity and Foshan in China PR itself is designated as a 
ceramic city where volume of production is huge. The Authority therefore concludes that 
likelihood of recurrence of dumping and consequential injury to the domestic industry is 
inevitable as the withdrawal of duties will in all likelihood lead to the surplus capacities finding 
their way into Indian market at dumped prices and cause of injury to the domestic manufacturers 
in India. 

75. The Authority further concludes that in view of die submissions made by UAE producers 
and Exporters as also supplemented by the Domestic Industry, the likelihood of dumping form 
UAE and consequential injury to the Domestic Industry is ruled out. 

76. Annexuie II of the AD Rules provides for an objective examination of both, 

(a) the volume of dumped imports and the effect of the dumped imports on prices in the 
domestic market for the like products; and 

(b) the consequent impact of these imports on domestic producers of such products. 

77. With regard to the volume effect of the dumped imports, the Authority is required to 
examine whether there has been a significant increase in imports, either in absolute term or 
relative to production or consumption in the importing member. Widi regard to the price effect 
of the dumped imports, the Authmity is required to examine whether there has been significant 
price undercutting by the dumped imports as compared to the price of the like product in the 
importing country, or whether die effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a 
significant degree, or prevent price increase, which would have otherwise occurred to a 
significant degree. 

78. Tor the purpose of injury analysis the Authority has examined the volume and price 
effects on the domestic industry and its effect on the prices and profitability to examine the 
existence of injury and causal lixiks between the dumping and injury, if any. 


H.1.4. Volume Effect 

Share of Imports from subject countries (% of total imports, % of total dem and and 
domestic production): 


Source-IMPEX and response of cooperating exporters as complete data from DGCISS was 
made available for imports from China and UAE and not other sources imports into India. 

79. The following table depicts that the share of imports from subject countries in total 
imports has increased from 51% in the year 2003-04 to 95% in the period of investigation 
despite the fact that there were anti-dumping duties in existence against the subject countries. It 
is also noted that during the POI, imports Irom subject countries have increased to about 22 
times of the imports in the base year. It is also seen that total imports in terms of volume from 
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UAE during POI comprises of just 0.23% of the imports fiom subject countries and imports 
from China comprise of 99.76% whereas share of imports from china has increased from 46% in 
2003-04 to 94% during POL. Therefore Authority notes that imports volumes from amongst 
subject countries are primarily coining from China PR and UAE barely contributes to these 
imports. Authority also notes that in comparison to the total demand in India, exports from 
China PR have increased from 13% in 2003-04 to 37% during the period of investigation. It 
indicates that the imports from China have been able to capture a substantial share of demand in 
the domestic market despite the fact that the anti-dumping duties were in existence against the 
subject countries. 



April 03 to 
March 04 

April 04 to 
March 05 

April 05 to 
March 06 

POI 

Imports from China (SQM 

667568 

4091666 

8264685 

14644196* 

Indexed 

100 

613 

,1238 

2194 

Imports from UAE (SQM 

71548 

50584 

13994 

33849 

ImportsfromSubjectCountries( SQM) 

739116 

4142250 

8278679 

14678045 

Imports from other Countries 

718732 

728413 

4407434 

852169 

Total Imports (SQM) 

1457848 

4870663 

12686113 

15530214 

% Share OF China in imports 

46% 

84% 

65% 

94% 

Total Demand (SQM) 

5349535 

16288195 

32323848 

39540899 

% share of Imports from China in total 
demand. 

12.47% 

25.12% 

25.57% 

37.04% 


♦ As per responding exporters selling to India at un-dumped prices. 

80. The Authority also notes that imports from subject countries as a percentage of domestic 
production have also increased from 27% in 2003-04 to 89% in period of investigation. 


% Domestic Production 



April 03 to 
March 04 

April 04 to 
March 05 

April 05 to 
March 06 


Imports from China PR (SQM 


4091666 

8264685 

14644196 

Production Dl (SQM) 

2428724 

6928439 

12663766 

16362978 

% Share 

27.48% 

59% 

65.26% 

89.49% 


81. The Authority notes that the imports from subject countries have increased, not only in 
absolute terms but have also increased in relation to total imports, total demand and domestic 
production. The Authority also notes that overall demand in the country has grown up from 100 
(Indexed) in base year to 739 (Indexed) during the period of investigation, by huge 639% over 
the injury investigation period as is evident form the table given below. 






















































[<MI—^TOl] 




71 



2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

POI 

Total Demand (SQM) 

5349535 

16288195 

32323848 

39540899 

Indexed 

100 

304 

604 

739 


Output & Capacity Utilization: 



April 03 to 
March 04 



POI 

Capacity (SQM) 

6287727 

12969142 

20382160 

22286960 

Production (SQM) 

2428724 

6928439 

12663766 

16362978 

Capacity Utilization % 

39% 

53% 

62% 

73% 


82. From the table above, the Authority notes that the domestic production as well as 
capacity utilization of the domestic industry has increased over the injury investigation period. 
The capacity utilization of the domestic industry increased from 39% in 2003-04 to 73% during 
the period of investigation. The Authority also takes note of the submissions of the domestic 
industry that after the protection in terms of imposition of anti-dumping duties against injurious 
dumping, there have been substantial investment and expansion in the Vitrified Tiles industry in 
the countiy. As against about five producers at the time of the original investigations, the 
.number of producers in the country today is close to twenty. This has been confirmed by one of 
the responding producers and exporters from UAE who has already set up a manufacturing plant 
in India and is in the process of setting up another one. Therefore, the Authority takes note of 
these submissions and the submissions made by the Domestic Industry that the comparison of 
the capacity and production of the domestic industry in the base year with the capacity and 
production in the period of investigation in absolute numbers may not be appropriate to analyze 
the injury suffered by the domestic industry with respect to these factors. 

83. Authority also takes note of the submission of the Domestic Industry that the unutilized 
capacity of the domestic industry during POI is as high as 27% despite the fact that the demand 
in the country has increased by 639%. 

Changes in Market Share of the domestic industry; 



April 03 to 

March 04 

April 04 to 

March 05 

April 05 to 

March 06 

POI 

Total Demand (SQM) 

5349535 

16288195 

32323848 

39540899 

Sales of DI (SQM) 



*** 

*** 

Market share of DI % 


3(i Ik* 


*** 

Indexed 

Too 

282 

Hi 

610 

Sales Value (Rs. Lacs) 

t** 


*** 

*** 
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84. From the analysis on domestic sales as above, it is seen that the sales of the domestic 
industry in the POI as compared to base year have increased over the injury investigation period 
by 510% but their market share has come down in POI as compared to immediately preceding 
year as well as base year 


Price Effect; 

Effect of dumped Imports on Domestic Prices : 



April 03 to March 
04 

April 04 to March 
05 

April 05 to March 
06 

POI 

Landed Value from China 
(Rs. / SQM)^ 

*** 

*** 



Indexed 

100 

88 

92 

84 

Landed Value from 
UAE(Rs, / SQM) 


*** 

*** 

*** 

Indexed 

100 

92 

103 

130 

Landed Value from 
Subject Countries (Rs. / 
SQM) 

««« 

««* 

*** 


Domestic Selling Prices 
(Rs. / SQM) 

*** 



*** 

Indexed 

100 

75 

66 

75 


85. Authority notes that the landed value from China has declined over the injury 
investigation period in spite of the fact that the anti-dumping duties were in existence. Indexed at 
100 in the base year 2003-04, it stands at 84 during POL On the other hand, the landed value 
from UAE has increased and is more than the net sales realization of the domestic industry. 
Indexed at 100 in the base year 2003-04, it stands at 130 during POI. The domestic selling prices 
have come down from 100 indexed in the base year 2003-04 to 75 during POI. It indicates that 
the domestic prices have been depressed. The Authority concludes that this is yet another 
indicator that, although, likelihood parameter is evident in case of China PR, no such eventuality 
of exports at dumped prices from UAE in future is evident. 


Price Underselling and Price undercutting: 































































[MFTI-73TO1] 




73 


86 . The authority has made the price undercutting analysis by comparing the weighted 
average net sales realization with the weighted average landed value for the subject countries 
and China PR separately. The landed value for the subject countries is derived by ^ding landing 
chaises and basic custom duty into the GIF prices. From the above analysis the Authority 

i concludes that there is significant price undercutting from China, on the contrary there is a 
negative undercutting from UAE. The Authority concludes that the domestic prices have had an 
impact due to imports from China and imports from UAE have not undercut the prices of the 
domestic industry. 

87. The Authority also concludes that price underselling from China is also significant and 
the exports from China are being made at such prices that removal of anti-dumping duties is 
likely to lead to Continuance or recurrence of injury to the domestic industry as is evident from 
the following table: 


Price UaderselUng 


Subject Countries 

China 

UAE 

Desirable Selling Prices/ NIP Rs. / SQM 

*** 

*** 


Landed Value from Subject Countries Rs. / SQM 



*** 

Price Underselling (R 5 ./SQM) 




Price Underselling (%) 

65-75% 

65-75% 

(- 54 %) 


Profitability. Return on Investment and Cash Flow: 

88 . The Authority notes that profitability as well as cash flow and return on investment have 
declined over the injury investigation period, possibly due to the presence of dumped import^ 
causing injury to the domestic industry as noted from the following tables: 



2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

POI 

Profit/Loss (Rs^SQM) * ♦ * 

*** 

*** 

**♦ 

Profit/Loss (Rs. Lacs) 





% Profit/Loss On Sales 

17.33% ■ 

-2.67% 

1.08% 

8.39% 



2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

POI 

Profit/Loss (Rs. Lacs) 


*** 

i(e 


Add Depreciation 






1484 GI/08—10 
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Cash Profit (Rs. Lacs) 

*** 

*** 

*** 


Cash Profit as % of Sales 

21.71% 

3.11% 

mmi 

12.08% 


Return On Capital Kihnlnv<^; 



■' 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

POI 

Profit/Loss (Rs. Lacs) 




*** 

Add Interest (Rs. Lacs) 

Ik** 

**♦ 

*** 

*** 

Profit Before Interest (Rs. Lacs) 

*** 

*** 


*** 

Capital Employed (Rs. Lacs) 


*** 

*** 

♦*♦ 

ROCE (%) 

♦ ♦♦ 


*** 


Index 

100 

30 

47 

83 


89. Authority also notes that profitability of the domestic industry has significantly improved 
dunng POI over preceding two years but the same is still lower than the base year of the injury 
period. Similar trends are reflected in the cash profit and return on capital employed of the 
domestic industry. 



2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 


Production(SQM) 

2428724 

6928439 

12663766 

16362978 

Employees 



*** 


Production (SQM / Employee) 

*" ■ ,.>1 


♦ ♦♦ 

♦** 

r 3it*4c 


90. The productivity per employee during the period of investigation has increased as 
coinpared to the base year as per following table. Thus, the Authority concludes that decline in 
productivity is not a cause of injury to the domestic industry because productivity has improved 
progressively during injury period. 


Employment and Wafi es; 



2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

POI 

No of Employees 

*** 


*** 

*** 

Wages Total (Rs. Lacs) 


*** 

*** 

♦ ♦♦ 

Wages /Employee (Rs.) 



*** 

*** 


91. The Authority notes that the number of employees engaged by the domestic industry has 
increased over the injury investigation period, the wages paid to them have also increased over 
the same period and concludes that increase in total wages cost has been neutralized to a large 
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extent by higher labour productivity as increase in per employee wage-bill during POI is less 
than 6% over 2003-04. 

Magnitude of Marvin of Damping; 


92. The Authority notes that dumping margin from China is significant and concludes that 
significant dumping margin gives an indication about likely future behaviour that dumping 
would continue from China and the domestic industry would be injured. 

Growth! 


93. The Authority notes that market share of the domestic industry over the injury 
investigation period has declined as compared to immediately previous two years whereas the 
increase in the total demand is as high as 472%. The growth with respect to profitability of the 
domestic industry is also negative. The Authority concludes that the domestic industry has been 
prevented fiem achieving a reasonable growth in the increasing demand, and to increase its 
profit, due to the presence of dumped imports. The Authority further concludes that in view of 
the increasing imports, declining landed values, significant dumping margins, price undercutting 
and price underselling the dumping from China would further increase and injure the domestic 
iridustry severely in case the duties are discontinued. 


Inventories: 


94. The Authority notes that the closing stock as well as the average stocks has increased 
over the injury investigation period causing injury to the domestic industry. 



2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

POI 

Closing Stock (SQM) 

*** 

*** 

*** 


Indexed 

100 

276 

452 

458 

Average Stock 


*** 

*** 

*** 

Indexed 

100 

245 

471 

627 


Ability to Raise Capital Investments ; 

95. It has been stated by the domestic industry that the composition of the domestic industry 
has undergone a change. It is also stated that the new capacities are also in pipeline for the 
subject goods by some of the domestic producers. Those apart, UAE producers have also set up 
new manufacturing plants and some more are in the pipeline. The Authority, therefore, 
concludes that the ability of the domestic industry to raise capital investment is not ^ected. 

95.1. In their post disclosure submissions a number of interested parties have claimed, based 
on performance of the domestic industry’ over the injury period in respect of various injury 
parameters that the domestic industry has not suffered continued injury, nor there is any 
evidence that the domestic industry is likely to suffer injury in the event of revocation of anti 
dumping duties. 
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95.2. The Authority holds that the performance of the domestic industry during the current 
injury period was such that it could not be concluded that the domestic industry has not suffered 
continued injury and injiuy to the domestic industry is unlikely to continue or intensify in the 
event of revocation of anti dumping duties. The Authority holds that the following evidence on 
record clearly establishes that the injury to the domestic industry is likely in the event of 
revocation of anti dumping duties - 

i As per claims of one of the responding exporters, there are scores of vitrified tiles 
plant in China. 

ii. Information provided by the two responding exporters itself showed as follows 

a. production during the POI ***SQ.M 

b. domestic sales and export sales *** SQ.M 

c. surplus *** SQ.M 

95.3 Interactions with the Chinese exporters during the course of spot verification showed that 
the Govt, of China is promoting tiles industry in a big way. Foshan city has become synonym 
with “Tiles City". Thrust of most of the plants is onto exports. 

95.4 The Authority compared the landed price of imports from China with the cost structures 
of the domestic industry. The results are as follows - 

i. Landed price of imports from China * * * 

ii. Direct cost for Indian Producers *** 

iii. Full cost of production for Indian Producers *** 

95.5. The Authority notes that should the domestic industry be forced to sell the goods at 
prices matching with the landed price of imports, the same implies that the constituents of the 
domestic industry would not even recover even costs directly associated with production and 
sale of the subject goods. Thus, revocation of anti dumping duties shall lead to significant 
financial losses for the domestic industiy. Ihis would flirther adversely impact return on 
investments and cash flow' situation of the domestic industry. Further, in a situation where the 
domestic industry is forced to sell the product at prices below direct costs associated with 
production and sale of the subject goods, it is evident that the domestic industry would loose 
sales volumes. Loss of sales volumes in short run would adversely impact the profitability, as 
the incidence of overhead costs would increase on the volumes produced for sale. Thus, in the 
immediately foreseeable future, the domestic industiy would be in a situation where its sales and 
consequently production & capacity utilization would suffer heavily, further, this would 
adversely impact the profits, return on capital employed and cash flow. The domestic industry' is 
therefore clearly likely to suffer injury in the event of revocation of anti dumping duties. 

95.6. Authority notes that the data on imports as per responding exporters who have been 
exporting to India at un dumped prices is far more in terms of volume than the voluine of 
imports reflected in various data sources i.e.EXlM and DGCI&S. The Authority therefore 
concludes that the injury imalysis, primarily done in respect of Un-dumped imports is in order 
in a likelihood scenario because the dumped imports will, in all likelihood come to India, at least 
at the same price at which the un-dumped imports are coming and therefore injury analysis with 
reference to un dumped imports is a fair comparison for arriving at the injury to the domestic 
industry. 
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I. Causal link 


96. The Authority notes that production capacities with the Chinese producers are far in 
excess of existing demand in China. Even if exports to other countries are accounted for, the 
existing capacities are far in excess of current demand. In fact, even responding exporters have 
been operating much below installed capacities. It is thus evident that the Chinese producers are 
faced with sufficient freely disposal production capacities for the product under consideration. 
On volume account, therefore, there is clearly likelihood of significant increase in import 
volumes with the revocation of present anti dumping duties. As regards prices, the Authority 
notes that the product is sold at widely varying prices. Even same type of tiles has been sold at 
sig nifi cantly varying prices. Further, the export price from China is so low that the landed price 
of imports would be significantly below the selling price of the domestic industry and non 
injurious price determined for the domestic industry. Revocation of anti dumping duties would 
therefore lead to significant price undercutting by the dumped imports. Given existence of 
significant price undercutting and significant freely disposal production capacities with the 
Chinese producers, it is evident that the market would witness significant increase in the 
dumped imports. Since the profitability of the domestic industry is already not very good and 
further since direct costs forms a very high proportion in the total cost of production, it is 
evident that any significant price pressure on domestic industry would lead to a situation where 
the domestic industry would not be able to recover even direct costs associated with the 
production and sale of the product under consideration. In fact, the landed price of imports in the 
event of revocation of anti dumping duties would be below the direct costs associated with 
production and sale of the product concerned. Should the domestic industry- sell at prices 
matching with the landed price of imports, it is evident that the domestic industry would not 
recover even the direct costs associated with production and sale of the product concerned. 
Injury to the domestic industry is therefore Inevitable in the event of revocation of anti dumping 
duties. 

97. As stated above the Authority holds that the revocation of anti dumping duty shall 
lead to continuance of dumping and / or injury. 


J. FINAL FINDINGS ; 

98. Having regard to the issues raised, information provided and submissions made by the 
interested parties and facts available before the Authority through the submission of interested 
parties or otherwise as recorded in the above findings and on the basis of the above analysis of 
the state of current and likely dumping and injury and likelihood of continuation or recurrence of 
dumping and injury, the Authority concludes that: 

i. There is no dumping taking place from UAE. As has been admitted by the domestic 
industry in their submissions, the prices of the subject goods manufactured and exported to India 
are very high and are not a cause of injury to the domestic industry. 

ii. The majority of Exports from China PR are from amongst the ones who do not sell the 
subject goods in India at dumped prices. Even these un dumped exports have been a cause of 
recession for the domestic industry. Therefore considering withdrawal of duty already in place 
is, in all probability going to result in huge quantities of subject goods finding their way into 
India at dumped prices. 

iii. The subject goods are likely to enter Indian market at dumped prices from China PR, 
should the present measures be withdrawn. Thus, it has not been established that the continued 
imposition of the duty to offset dumping is unnecessary, 
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iv. In spite of the antidumping measures in place, there exists significant current injury to 
the domestic industry. There is also no evidence on record to suggest that dumping or the injury 
to the domestic industry would cease to exist or is not likely to recur in case the anti-dumping 
duties are discontinued. On the contrary huge surplus capacities in China are most likely to find 
their way into India at dumped prices. 


99. Having concluded that the situation of the domestic industry continues to be fragile and 
there is likelihood of continuation or resumption of dumping and injury on account of imports 
from China PR if the duties are revoked, the Authority is of the opinion that continuation of the 
measure is necessary against import from China PR. However, in view of the current level of 
dumping from subject countries and injury suffered by the domestic industry the anti dumping 
duty in force needs to be revised, fherefore, the Authority considers it necessary and 
recommends continuation of anti dumping duty on imports of subject goods from subject 
countries equal to lower of Dumping / Injury Margins, whichever are lower 

100. Accordingly, the Authority recommends that definitive anti dumping duty as set out in 
the table below be imposed on imports of subject goods originating in or exported from subject 
countries. The duty is recommended to be imposed, denominated in Indian Rupees, as per table 
detailed below: 


K. Dun Table 




SI. 

No 

1 

Heading/ 

Sub- 

headingHari 
ft item 

2 

Description 

3 

Specifi 

Cation 

4 

Country' 

of 

origin 

5 

Country 

Of 

export 

6 

Producer 

7 

Exporter 

8 

Duty 

Amount 

(INR) 

9 

Unit 

10 

1 . 

69.07 

Vitrified / 

Any 

China 

UAE 


Prestige General 

NIL 

Square 



Porcelain Tiles 


PR 



I radina, Dubai 


Meter 


Or 

as described in 









69.08 

Para 6 & 7 of 










this 









Or 

notification 




Foshan Chanchaiig 










Oulian 










Construction 










Ceramics Co. Ltd 




2. 

DO 

DO 

ANY 

China 

ANY 

Foshan Chanchang 

Any Other Than 

155 

Square 





PR 


Oulian 

the exporter in 


Meter 







Construction 

row 8 of SI. No.l 









Ceramics Co. Ltd 

above 



3. 

DO 

DO 

ANY 

China 

China 

Heviian Wan fen g 

Foshan Lungo 

NIL 

Square 





PR 

PR 

Ceramic Cio. Ltd, 

Ceramics Co. Ltd. 


Meter 

EM 

DO 

DO 

ANY 

China 

LAE 

Hcvuan Wanfeng 

Enterprise 

NIL 

Square 

■ 




PR 


Ceramic Co, Ltd 

Trading FZfi. 


Meter 

■ 







UAE 





















[Hmi—wsi] 


'IRt! ^ 
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5. 

DO 

DO 

ANY 

China 

PR 

ANY 

Heyuan Wanfeng 

Ceramic Co. Ltd 

Any Other Than 
the exporter in 
row 8 of SI, No.3 
and 4 above 

155 

Square 

Meter 

1 

DO 

DO 

ANY 

China 

PR 

China 

PR 

M/s Southern 
Building Materials 
and Sanitary Ware 
Co. Ltd of 

Qinguyan City 

New Zhong Yuan 
Ceramics Import 
& Export Co. Ltd 
of Guangdong 

NIL 

Square 

Meter 

1 

DO 

DO 

ANY 

China 

PR 

ANY 

M/s Southern 
Building Materials 
and Sanitary Ware 
Co. Lid of 

Qinguyan City 

Any Other Than 
the exporter in 
row 8 of SI. No.6 
above 

155 

Square 

Meter 

8. 

DO 

DO 

ANY 

China 

PR 

China 

PR 

M/s. Guangdong 
Newpearl Ceramic 
Group Co. limited 
comprising of M/S 
l-oshaii Shanshui 
Huiwanjia Ceramic 
Company Limited 
and M/S Foshan 
Summit Ceramic 
Company Limited 

M/S Foshan 
Newpearl Trade 

Co l td. 

NIL 

Square 

Meter 

9. 

DO 

DO 

ANY 

China 

PR 

ANY 

M/s. Guangdong 
Newpearl Ceramic 
Group Co. limited 
comprising of M/S 
Foshan Shanshui 
Huiwanjia Ceramic 
Contpany L.imited 
and M/S Foshan 

Summit Ceramic 
Company Limited 

Any Other Than 
the e.xporter in 
row 8 of SI, No.8 
above 

155 

Square 

Meter 

10 

DO 

DO 

.ANY 

China 

PR 

China 

PR 

M/S Foshan Chan 
Cheng Jin Yi 

Ceramic Co. Ltd. 

M/S Foshan 

Joyson Ceramic 
Material 

Company Ltd,, 

NIL 

Square 

Meter 

11. 

DO 

DO 

ANY 

China 

PR 

MALA 

YSIA 

M/S Foshan Chan 
Cheng Jin Yi 

Ceramic Co. Ltd. 

M/S Able Ace 
(M) Sdn. Bdh. 
Malaysia, 

NIL 

Square 

Meter 

12 

DO 

DO 

ANY 

China 

PR 

ANY 

M/S Foshan Chan 
Cheng Jin Yi 

Ceramic Co, Ltd. 

Any Other Than 
the exporter in 
row 8 of SI. 

No. 10 and 11 
above 

155 

Square 

Meter 

13 

DO 

DO 

ANY 

China 

PR 

ANY 

ANY Otlier 

ANY 

155 

Square 

Meter 
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101. An appeal against the orders of the Central Government that may arise out of this 
recommendation shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service tax Appellate Tribunal in 
accordance with the relevant provisions of the Act. 


R. GOPALAN, Designated Authority 
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